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1052. By Mr. KIiZSS: Petition of citizens of Potter County,
Pa., protesting against House bills 7179 and 7822; to the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia.

1053. By Mr. KNUTSON : Petition of C. H. Jepson, of Sebeka,
Minn., and others, protesting against the enactment of the com-
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

1054. Also, petition of J. B. Ishman, of Remer, Minn., and
others, protesting against the enactment of the compulsory Sun-
day observance legislation; to the Committee on the Distriet
of Columbia.

1055, Also, petition of Austin Houck, of Williams, Minn., and
others, protesting against the enactment of the compulsory Sun-
day observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

1056. Also, petition of Horatio 8. Brown, of Williams, Minn,,
and others, protesting against the enactment of the compulsory
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia.

1057. Also, petition of Mrs. Julia Bushnell, of Hill City,
Minn., and others, protesting against the enactment of the com-
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

1058. Also, petition of Frank Clark, of Lalfoille, Minn., and
others, protest[ng against the enactment of the compui.wry
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia.

1059. Also, petition of Chas. R. Merrell, of Swanville, Minn.,,
and others, protesting against the enactment of the compulsory
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the Distriet
of Columbia.

1060. By Mr. LEAVITT : Resolution of the Gallatin County
Federation of Women’s Clubs, favoring extension of the pro-
vigions of the Sheppard-Towner maternity act; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

1061. Also, petition of Mayor John W. Fryer, of Livingston,
Mont. ; Sheriff C. B. Gilbert and County Attorney Dan Yanecey
of Park County, Mont., protesting increase of the aleoholic con-
tent of permitted beverages as provided by bills now before
Congress ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1062. By Mr. McDUFFIE: Petition of citizens of Mobile
against bills proposed for Sunday observance ; to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

1063. By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Petition of citixens of Hamil-
ton County, Tenn., against House bills 7179 and 7822; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

1064. By Mr. MAJOR : Petition of citizens of Howard County,
Mo., protesting against the passage of House bills 7179 and
7822 : to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1065. By Mr. MANLOVE ; Petition of 80 residents of Vernon
County, Mo., against compulsory Sunday observance; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

1066. By Mr. MEAD : Petition from American Legion, New
York State Department, re House bills 7089 and 6337; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1067. By Mr. MICHENER: Petitions signed by many resi-
dents of Belleville, Wayne County, Mich., protesting against
compulsory Sunday observance bills (H. R. T179 and 7822),
ete. ; also petitions in reference to same matter from residents
of Ann Arbor, Mich.; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

1068. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the
International Longshoremen’s Assoclation, of Buffalo, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of House bill 9498, for compensation for
longshoremen and harbor workers injured while working
aboard ship; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

1069. Also, petition of the National Guard Association of
the State of New York, to adequately provide funds for pur-
chase, forage, attendants, and maintenance of animals for the
National Guard: to the Committee on Military Affairs.

1070, Also, petition of the United States Maimed Soldiers’
League, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1609 and House
bill 3770, to increase the pensions of those who lost limbs or
have been totally disabled in the same, or have become totally
blind in the military or naval service of the United States;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

1071. Also, petition of cltizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., opposing
the passage of House bills 7179 and 7822, or any other national
relicions legislation; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

1072. Also, petition of the National Editorial Association,
favoring the passage of the Kendall bill (H. R. 4478) ; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1073. Also, petition of National Retail Dry Goods Assicia-
tion, of New York, favoring the passage of the Merritt bill
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(H. R. 3004) with certain amendments; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

1074. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of residents of Lowell,
Mass., opposing House bills 7179 and 7822, compulsory Suaday
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1075. Also, petition of residents of Ayer, Mass., opposing
House bills T179 and 7822, compulsory Sunday observance; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1076. By Mr. SHREVE: Petitions protesting against the en-
actment of the Sunday observance bills (E. R. Ti79 and H. R.
7822) from S, V. Anderson and others, North Hast, Pa.; Lewis
Wilkinson and others, North East, Pa.; Orlo G. Butler and
others, North East, Pa.; J. M. Howard and others, North East,
Pa.; J. A. DeCastro and others, North East, Pa.; Mrs, L. G,
Halloran and others, North East, Pa.; Grant Hills and others,
Titusville, Pa.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1077. Also, petitions protesting against the enactment of the
Sunday observance bills (H. R. 7179 and H. R. 7822) from
Mrs, R. E, Christoph and others, rural delivery, and Mrs. J.
Reed Morse and others, Erie, Pa.; H. C. Prebble and others,
Willis Walker and others, Ellis C. Brown and others, J. H.
Humphrey and others, Corry, Pa.; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

1078. Also, petitions protesting against the enactment of the
Sunday observance bills (H. R, 7179 and H. R. 7822} from BErie,
Pa.: Olive B. Tucker and others, Mrs. C. E. Badger and others,
Anmna Sonntag and others, M. L. Boucher and others, C. I.
Menz and others, Mrs. Ethel L. Scott and others, Mrs. John
Shorlock and others, Dr. Eva Sheriff and others, M, E. Thomas
and others, Mrs. B. L. Mook and others, . R. Ewing and others,
H. A. Chichester and others, F. H. Leland and others, Jessie A.
Patton and others, James Leach, jr., and others, J. J. Mechaney
and others, Mrs. H. R. Droseski and others, Mrs. J. H. Colwell
and others, Mrs. Elizabeth Herdman and others; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

1079. By Mr, SWING : Petition of certain residents of Loma
Linda, Calif., against House bills 7179 and 7822, for compul-
sory observance of Sunday; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

1080. By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Fish and Game Com-
mission and sportsmen of the State of Connecticut, in opposi-
tion to the Stanfield bill (8. 2584) and approving of the Federal
migratory bird act; to the Committee on Agriculture,

1081. Also, petition of Mrs. Louise Weichner and others,
against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia,

1082. By Mr. WELLER: Petition from the National Guard
Association of the State of New York, asking Congress to ade-
quately provide funds for the purchase, forage, attendants,
and maintenance of animals for the National Guard; to the
Committee on Military Affairs. _

1083. Also, petition of eltizens of New York State, in oppo-
gition to the compulsory Sunday observance bills; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

SENATE
Moxvay, March 8, 1926
(Legislative day of Saturday, March 6, 1926)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the ex-
piration of the recess.

MESSAGE FROM THE.HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 9795) making appropriations for the Departments
of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1927, and for other purposes, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate,

The message also announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 5043) grant-
ing the consent of Congress to the Midland & Atlantic Bridge
Corporation, a corporation, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Blg Sandy River between the city of Cat-
lettsburg, Ky., and a point opposite in the city of Kenova, in
the State of West Virginia; requested a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two HHouses thereon,
and that Mr. DexisoN, Mr. BUrTNESS, and Mr. PARKS were
appointed managers on the part of the House at the conference.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had affixed his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R.
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7019) to provide four condemned 12-pounder bronze guns for | The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll,
the Grant Memorial Bridge at Point Pleasant, Ohio, and it was The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-

thereupon signed by the Vice President. tors answered to their names:
BOBTON BESQUICENTENNIAL EXPOBITION ABshur%t fr'rrls }..n Kollette Ezukett g
- AYAT "ens ANToot Sheppar
The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with section 5 of Bingham Fletcher MeLoan Shipstead
the first deficiency act, approved March 3, 1926, the Chair ap- | Blease Frazier MeMaster Shortridge
points the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Burrer] and the gomh george MeNary. Sln;mons
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] as members on the part | Brotton ilass Mayfield Smith
% i 5 = 5 Brookhart Goff Means Smoot
of the Senate of the United States to the Evacuation Day Ses- | Broussard Gooding Metcalf Stanfield
quicentennial Commission, created by that act. Butler Greene Neely Stephens
3 Cameron Hale Norbeck Swanson
COST OF PRODUCTION OF DAIRY PRODUCTS Capper Harreld Norris Trammell
2 5 Caraway Iarris Nye Tyson
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | Gopeland Harrison Oddie Wadsworth
tion from the secreiary of the United States Tariff Commis- | Couzens Heflin Overman R:nlsh
sion, inclosing copy of an order adopted by the commission in | fimmins ot i yaen
connection with Senate Resolution 146 (snbmilgted by 3:ilr. Dill Jones, N. }(;x. {'inn a’ane}-
Lexroor, and agreed to February 17, 1926), relative to an in- | Edge Jones, Wash, *jttman Vheeler
vestigation under section 315 of the tariff act, 1922, with respect | pdvirds Ié;’:;ri‘:k ﬁgm:m’ S e

to costs of production of milk and cream, which, with fhe .
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance Mr. JONES of Washington. I wasrequested to announce that
and ordered to be printed in the Recorn, as follows: the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENgeN] is detained on busi-
ness of the Senate.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators having answered
to their names, a quornm is present.

UxiTED STATES TARIFF COMMIBSION,
Washington, March 6, 1926,
Mr, Epwin F. THAYER,
Secretary of the Benate, Washington, D. C. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Drar Sir: In further reference to the resolution (8. Res. 146)

of the Senate passed on February 17, 1926, there is inclosed herewith Mr. LA FOE‘]LE;I‘TE D:es‘entfeduﬁe“]“gionsw%domedy}]y tll:e

a copy of an order adopted by the United States Tarlff Commission on common council of the city o waukee, 8., pra 1;3 hn

March 4, 1026, instituting an investigation for the purposes of sec- amendment of the national prohibition act so &s to enable the

tion 315 of the tariff act of 1022, with respect to costs of production people of the country to obtain wine and beer, which were

of milk and cream. rel!ﬂerre:lill to the C(}::dmitteelo?i the J gdli}ct-ié:iryi) PR g
% — are e also presented resolutions ado y the era
i Ay s e Trades Council of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the restoration

Public notlce of investigations by the United States Tariff Comu}isslon of the rights of citizenship to Eugene V. Debs, which were re- .
under the provisions of section 315 of Tifle II1 of the tarifl act | o0 0 the Committee on the Judiciary.

of 1922 Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented memorials numerously signed
InvEsTIGATION No. 52 BY THE UNITED STATES TARIFF COMMISSION FOR by citizens of Anaheim, Brawley, Calexico, Colton, Corona, El
THE PURPOSES OF SEcTiON 315 oF THE TARIFF ACT OF 1022 Centro, Fullerton, Imperial, Los Angeles, Ontario, Orange, Po-
MILK AND CREAM mona, Redlands, Riverside, Santa Ana, San Bernardino, and

The United States Tariff Commission on tbis 4th day of March, 1926, | San Francisco, all in the State of California, remonstrating
for the purpose of assisting the President in the exercise of the powers against the passage of legislation providing for compulsory
vested In him by seetion 315 of Title III of the tariff act of 1922 | Sunday observance in the District of Columbia, or any other
and under the powers granted by law and pursuant to the rules and legislation of a religiouns natur‘e, which were referred to the
regulations of the commission, hereby orders an investigation of the Comn_te,en]‘:')n the District of Lolnlmbia.
differences in costs of production of, and of all other facts and con- Mr. KENDRICK. I present a telegram from Worland, Wyo.,
ditions enumerated In said section with respect to, the articles | DAVIng reference to a petition by 300 citizens of Washakie
deseribed In paragraph 707 of Title I of sald tariff act, namely: | County, Wyo, which was presented to the Senate some days
Milk, fresh: sour milk and buttermilk; and cream, being wholly | 80. The telegram is sent, as was the petition, by friends of
or in part the growth or product of the United States, and of and prohibition, and protests against any modification of the pro-
with respect to like or similar articles wholly or in part the growtn | Dibition law. T ask that it be read and properly referred. _
of product of competing forelgn countries. There being no objection, the telegram was referred fo the

Ordered further, That a preliminary hearing In said investigation | Committee on the Judiciary, and it was read, as follows:

be held at the offices of the United States Tariff Commission, in [Western Union Telegram]

Washington, D. C., at 10 o'clock a. m. on the 25th day of March, WorLaNp, Wx0., March 7, 1926,
1926, at which time and place all parties interested will be given | Benator JorN B. KENDRICE,

opportunity to be present, to produce evidence, and to be heard Washington, D. C.:

with respect to the articles proper to be inclnded within the scope Please include and incorporate the following as part of petition by
of this investigation, the methods to be employed in ascertaining costs | 800 citizens of Washakle County sent you February 9 by myself.
of production, the country or countries of principal competition, the | We as representative citizens and taxpayers of the State of Wyoming
advantages or disadvantages, If any, in competition enjoyed by the | do hereby place ourseives on record as a denial of the statement made
respective countries, the methods of ascertaining the costs of trans- | by the associatlon against the prohibition amendment that the petition
portation, and other matters pertinent to the said investigation. sent to Senators WarreX and EKeNprICK containing a list of 1,600

Ordered further, That all parties Interested shall be given oppor- | names was an expression of the people of this Btate for modification
tunity to be present, to produnce evidence, and to be heard at a fur- | of the Volstead Act for the manufacture and sale of wine and beer.
ther public hearing in said investigation to be held at the office of the | We are opposed to the modification of the Volstead law, and as eciti-
commission in Washington, D, C., or at such other place or places as the | zens of Wyoming, representing the churches and dry forces, do hereby
commission may designate on a date hereafter to be fixed, of which | protest against any modification or weakening in any way of legislation
said public hearing prior public notice shall be given by publication | supporting the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United
once each week for two successive weeks in Treasury Decisions, pub- | States of America.

lished by the Department of the Treasury, and in Commerce Reports, Rev, W. W, Sreen.
published by the Department of Commerce, copies of which said pub- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

lications are obtainable from the Superintendent of Documents of ! 3 — 1

the Government Printing Office in Washington, D, C, Mr., WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I

And ordered further, That public notice of sald investigation shan | report back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 9341)
be given by posting a copy of this order for 80 days at the principal | Mmaking appropriations for- the Executive Office and sundry
office of the commission in the city of Washington, D. C., and at the | independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices
office of the commission at the port of New York, and by publishing | for the fiscal year endinng une 30, 1927, and fOl_' other purposes,
a copy of this order once a week for two successive weeks in said | And I submit a report (No. 279) thereon. I give notice that I

Preasury Decisions and in sald Commerce Reports. shall probably eall up the bill for consideration to-morrow.
I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an order of the United | The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the
States Tariff Commission passed on the 4th day of March, 1926. calendar. :
Joux F. BETHUNE, Secretary. Mr, CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum-

bia, to which were referred the following bills, reported them
CALL OF THE ROLL severally without amendment and submitted reports thereon :

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I suggest the A bill (8. 2853) to anthorize the transfer to the jurisdiction

absgence of a quorum. of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a certain
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portion of the Anacostia Park for use as a tree nursery (Rept.
No. 280) ;

A bill (8. 2981) to amend section 553 of the Code of Law
for the District of Columbia (Rept. No. 281) ; and

A bill (H. R. 3834) to amend section 65 of the act entitied
“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum-
bia,” approved March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof
and supplementary thereto (Rept. No. 282).

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (8. 1962) to amend section 101 of
the Judicial Code, as amended, reported it without amendment,

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (8. 3300) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war with
Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or the China relief expedi-
tion, to certaln widows, minor children, and helpless children
of smwch soldiers and sailors, and for other purposes, reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 285) thereon.

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with
an amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H, R. 7741) to construct a bridge across the Choc-
tawhatchee River near Geneva, Geneva County, Ala., on State
road No. 20 (Rept. No. 283) ;

A bill (H. R. 8514) granting the consent of Congress to
Missouri State Highway Commission to construct a bridge
across Black River (Rept. No. 284) ;

A bill (H. R. 6710) granting the consent of Congress to
the State of Georgia and the countles of Long and Wayne, in
said State, to construct a bridge across the Altamaha River,
in the State of Georgia, at a point near Ledowici, Ga. (Rept.
No. 286) ;

_ A bill (H. R. 8382) granting the consent of Congress to the

highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a
bridge across the Tombigbee River, near Aliceville, on the
Gainesville-Aliceville road, in Pickens County, Ala. (Rept.
No. 287) ;

A bill (H. R. 8386) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across Klk River, on the Athens-Florence road, be-
tween Lauderdale and ILimestone Counties, Ala. (Rept. No.

288) ;

A bill (H. R. 8388) granting the consent of Congress to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a
bridge across the Tennessee River near Scottsboro, on the
Scottsboro-Fort Payne road, in Jackson County, Ala. (Rept.
No. 289) ;

A bill (H. R. 8389) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Tennessee River, near Whitesburg Ferry,
on Huntsville-Lacey Springs road, between Madison and Mor-
gan Counties, Ala. (Rept. No. 280) ;

A bill (H. R. 8390) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Tombigbee River, near Jackson, on the
Jackson-Mobile road, between Washington and Clarke Coun-
ties, Ala. (Rept. No. 201) ;

A bill (H. R, 8391) granting the consent of Congress to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Tombighee River, on the Butler-Linden
road, between the counties of Choctaw and Marengo, Ala.
(Rept. No. 292) ;

A bill (H. R. 8511) granting the consent of Congress to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to consiruct
a bridge across the Tombighee River, near Gainesville, on the
Gainesville-Eutaw road, between Sumter and Green Coun-
ties, Ala. (Rept. No. 293) ;

A bill (H. R. 8521) granting the consent of Congress to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a
bridge across the Coosa River, near Childersburg, on the
Childersburg-Birmingham road, between Shelby and Talla-
dega (ounties, Ala. (Rept. No, 294) ;

A blll (H. R. 8522) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Coosa River, near Fayetteville, on the
Columbia-Sylacauga road, between Shelby and Talladega Coun-
ties, Ala. (Rept. No. 295) ;

A bill (H. R. 8524) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to reconstruct
a bridge across Pea River, near Samson, on the Opp-Samson
road, in Geneva County, Ala. (Rept. No. 206) ;

A bill (H. R. 8525) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to recon-
struct a bridge across Pea River, near Geneva, on the Geneva-
Florida road, in Geneva County, Ala. (Rept. No. 207) ;
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A bill (H. R. 8526) granting the consent of Congress'to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a
bridge across the Choctawhatchee River, on the Wicksburg-
galez‘gg;a road, between Dale and Houston Counties, Ala. (Rept.

0. H

A bill (H. R. 8527) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across Pea River, at Elba, Coffee County, Ala.
(Rept. No. 299) ;

A bill (H. R. 8528) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Coosa River on the Clanton-Rockford road
between Chilton anfl Coosa Counties, Ala. (Rept. No. 300) ;

A bill (H. R. 8536) granting the consent of Congress to the
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a
bridge across Tennessee River near Guntersville on the Gun-
%%gs;'me-ﬂuntsville road in Marshall County, Ala. (Rept. No.

A bill (H. R. 8537) granting the consent of Congress to
the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct
a bridge across the Coosa River near Pell City on the Pell
City-Anniston road between St. Clair and Calhoun Counties,
Ala. (Rept. No. 302);

A bill (H. R. 8909) granting the consent of Congress to
the county of Barry, State of Missouri, to construct a bridge
across the White River (Rept. No. 303) ; and

A bill (H. R. 8910) granting the consent of Congress to
the county of Barry, State of Missouri, to construct a bridge
across the White River (Rept. No. 304).

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that on March 4 that committee presented to the Presi-
dent of the United States enrolled bllls of the following titles:

8. 1305. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
highway commissioner of the town of Elgin, Kane County,
IlL, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Fox River;

8. 2784, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Louisiana Highway Commisslon to construct, maintain, and
gemte da bridge across Black River at or near Jonesville,

.; an

S. 2785. An act granting the consent of Congress to 'the
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Harri-
sonburg, La,

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
time, and, by nnanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 3454) granting an increase of pension to Laura
A. Hinkle (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr, HARRELD: ;

A Dbill (8. 3455) granting a pension to Willlam MeKinster ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 3456) for the relief of the Choctaw and Chicka-
saw Tribes of Indians of Oklahoma, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 3457) providing for the appointment of Paul J.
Messer as second lientenant of Infantry, United States Army;
and

A bill (8. 3458) authorizing the appointment of William
Noble as lieutenant colonel, Judge Advocate General, Reserve
Corps, United States Army; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. =

By Mr. MEANS (by request) :

A bill (8. 3459) for the relief of Neadbham Henry Simpson;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8, 3460) incorporating the Veterans of Foreign Wars
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COPELAND:

A bill (8. 3461) to relmburse Andrew O'Connor for exp:nses
in connection with the placing of sculpture at the Peace Palace
at The Hague; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. MAYFIELD:

A bill (8. 3462) for the relief of Heomer H. Hacker; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 3463) to extend the time for the exchange of Gov-
ernment-owned lands for privately owned lands in the Terrl-
tory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr. SWANSON:

A bill (8. 3464) authorizing certain officers of the United
States Navy to accept from the Republie of Chile the order of
Al Mérito; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. STEPHENS:

A bill (8. 3465) to make husband and wife competent to
testify for or on behalf of each other in criminal proceedings
in United States courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CUMMINS:

A bill (8. 3466) to amend section 4 of the interstate commerce
act ; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. WELLER:

A joint resclution (S. J. Res. 66) authorizing the Federal
Reserve Bank of Richmond to contract for and ereet in the
eity of Baltimore, Md., a building for its Baltimore branch; to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr, JONES of Washington :

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 67) for the amendment of the
plant guarantine act of August 20, 1912, to allow the States fo
quarantine against the shipment therein or through of plants,
plant products, and other articles found to be diseased or in-
fested when not covered by a quarantine established by the
Secretary of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 9795) making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the
Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1927, and for other purposes, was read twice by its
title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

Mr. DILL sgubmitted the following resolution (8. Res. 163),
which was ordered to lie on the table:

Whereas the alleged purpose of the protective tariff is to enable the
Peneficiary of the sald tariff in the United Btates to charge the for-
elgn price plus the tariff duty; and

Whereas the cost of production in foreig'n countries is assumed to
be as much less as the cost of production in the United States as the
tariff duty, and it is reported that American manufacturers are estab-
lishing branches of their plants In foreign coumtries in increasing
numbers : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce is requested to investigate
and report to the Senate at the earliest convenient date the number of
American manufacturing concerns that have established branches in
forelgn countries during the past five years, and the names of said
manufacturing concerns, the nature and extent of such factorles, the
place of location, the amount of American capital invested in sald
branch factories, the value of the product produced In said factories
during the past year, where sald product was gold, the number of em-
ployees, and the average wage paid.

PRICES OF AGRIOCULTURAL MACHINERY AND IMPLEMENTS

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
164), which was ordered to lie on the table:

Whereas the Bureau of Forelgn and Domestic Commerce reports that
during the calendar year 1025 there were exported 20,368 sewing
machines for domestic use, valued at $510,969, an average price of
$£25.09; 11,252 cream separafors, valued at $553,108, an average price
of $49.16; 241,064 horsepower plows, valued at $7,636,627, an average
price of $31.64; 31,427 harvesters and binders, valued at $5,340,845,
an average price of $171.24; 1,719 combined harvesters and threshers,
valued at $1,025,350, an average price of $596.06; and 44,985 wheel
tractors, valued at $26,127,449, an average price of $581.08, and
that in 1025 the total value of agrieultural machinery exported was
£77,036,011, and the total value of agricultural machinery and imple-
ments imported was only $3,004,104, although they are duty free;
and

Whereas the reported price abroad of much of thls American agri-
cultural machinery and many of these agricultural implements is less
tban the price to retallers here: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the United States Tarif Commission is hereby di-

rected to investigate and to report to the Senate u promptly as pos-
gible :

The prices to retailers of sewing machines, cmm geparators, horse
and power plows, harvesters and binders, combined harvesters and
threshers, wheel tractors, and all other agricultural machinery and
implements of which over $1,000,000 worth were exported in 1925—

(a) In the principal foreign countries to which exporied;

{b) In the United States;
and approximately the difference in the transportation charges on each
of these manufactures within the United States and to foreign coun-
tries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.

Chaffee, cne of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed
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to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to
the bill (8. 1120) authorizing the use for permanent construc-
tion at military posts of the proceeds from the sale of surplus
War Department real property and authorizing the sale of cer-
tain military reservations, and for other purposes,

BIG BANDY RIVER BRIDGE, KENTUCKY-WEST VIRGINTA

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the Honse of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5043) granting the consent of Con-
gress to the Midland & Atlantic Bridge Corporation, a corpora-
tion, to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Big SBandy River between the city of Catiettsburg, Ky., and a
point opposite in the city of Kenova, in the State of West Vir-
ginia, asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appointing conferees
on the part of the House.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I move that the Senate in-
sist upon its amendments, agree to the conference asked by the
House, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. JoNes of Washington,
Mr. Covzens, Mr. BiNneaaM, Mr. FLErcHER, and Mr. SHEPPARD
were appointed conferees on the part of the Senate.

AGURANDIZEMERT OF FEDERAL POWER

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have inserfed in the REcorp a very able article by the senior
Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworTH], printed in Nation’s
Business for March, 1926. I call particular attention to the
last four paragraphs, in which the Senator from New York
refers to the growth of Federal power and says:

For If we continue this centralization of power and this assumption
of governmental functions, we shall most certainly smother the ability
of our people to govern themselves in the several States and in their
home communities.

Too often we are tempted to hand over to the Federal Govern-
ment the doing of those things which can be done perfectly well
by the Btates and thelr suobdivisions, because for the moment it
seems the easiest way to relieve ourselves of the burden of loeal
respongibility and the duty of living up to it.

Our comparative success in governing ourselves for the past 150
years has rested most of all upon the initiative and enterprise of cur
people in meeting and solving governmental problems as they arise,

If we continue to take power away from the people and to transfer
it to Washington we ghall destroy those qualities, our local govern-
ments will dwindle to the vanishing point, and we shall find the
average man becoming a servant of the Government instead of its
master. Let us remember that our country is a Federal Union of
Btates and not an empire. Realizing as we munst the dangers of a
bureaucracy, irresponsible and remote from our vlew, let us pause and-
purvey our situation before we yield to its inducements.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the article
will be printed In the REcorD.
The article referred to is as follows:

[From the Nation's Business, March, 1926]
LEer's Srop THis * 50-50 " BUSINESS
By James W. WipsworTH, Senator from New York

The * 50-50" system of Federal aid to the States, in its modern
lavish form, had its Inception In 1914, Its beginning was modest
enough. In that year Congress enacted the Smith-Lever law, which
has for its purpose the promotlon of cooperative agricultural extension
work,

The appropriation carrled in the bill for the first year of its opera-
tion was $480,000, to be divided equally among the 48 States on condi-
tion that their legislatures appropriate an equal amount for carrying on
the work of educating their cifizens In agriculture and home economies.

The next step was the Federal good roads bill of 1916, for which the
first year's appropriation wag §$5,000,000, From these lowly origins the
growth of the subsidy system has been nothing short of astonishing.
It has been like the proverbial snowball rolling downhill. Its popu-
larity, particnlarly among western and southern Members of Congress,
has beeu immense.

TIME HAS COME TO TAKE STOCK

Its ramifications have taken many different directions from road
building to teaching mothers how to care for thelr infants, To-day its
inroads on the Federal Treasury have reached the enormous total of
$110,000,000 annually, which, of course, requires snbstantially ar equal
outlay fiom {he States, so that the total cost of the system to the tax-
paying public is well over $200,000,000 a year,

The time has come, In my opinion, to take stock and to get a clear
understanding as to where we are headed. I do not contend that the
subsidy system is wrong in every detail or that it ought to be abolished
entirely, There may be some functions performed under it which can
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be done better by the Federal Government than the States. But I do
believe that it could and should be radically curbed both in the interest
of economy and sound policy and that steps should be taken to place a
check upon its growth before It undermines our whole system of dual
sovereignty of the State and Nation.

I hear now of a movement to get $100,000,000 annually from the
Federal Government for the purpose of promoting education in the
varions States on the * 50-50 " plan. A certain organization is placard-
ing the Nation with a slogan to stimulate a campaign for the construc-
tion and maintenance of 250,000 miles of good roads ““ by the Federal
Government,"

One »f my colleagues says he would like to see the Federal appropria-
tion for good roads doubled, making It about $160,000,000 annually, so
that the National Government would then relieve the States entirely of
the paywment of their 50 per cent of the roads expenditures.

A decent regard for the capacity of the Federal Treasury and of the
principle of local self-government, If It is not to become wholly obso-
lete, reqnires that we learn spon where the extension of thls expensive
form of Federal encroachment on State responsibility may be expected
to end. During the last session I tried to get the Senate to approve an
amendment calling for a statement of the ends sought in the Federal
good-roads program.

The emendment directed the Secretary of Agriculture to have pre-
pared, in cooperation with the appropriate SBtate authorities, a map or
plan of outlining the system of post roads which, in his judgment,
should be improved under the Federal ald system and to submit that
map or plan to Congress, together with estimates as to the cost and the
period of time necessary for the completion of the work.

WE OUGHT TO HAVE SBOME PLAN

I contended, and stlll contend, that Congress Is entitled to know
what is contemplated for the future, how much it will cost, and how
long it will take. If we are to go on expending $80,000,000 or
$00,000,000, or even more, a8 year we ought to have some plan on which
to build, and that plan ought to be before Congress, so that we will
know not only where we start but where we are going.

Strangely enough, that amendment was voted down. It was opposed
on the ground that it might be construed In some way as calling a halt
on future appropriations. The ardent advocates of the subsidy system
apparently didn't want to know where we are headed.

There are ive main forms of Federal subsidies : Highway construction
(act of July 11, 1018) ; agricultural extension (Smith-Lever Act of
May 8, 1014) : vocational education (act of Feb. 23, 1917) ; vocational
rehabilitation (aect of June 3, 1920) ; and maternity and infant hyglene
(act of Nov, 23, 1021).

During the fiscal year 1024 (the last one for which completed figures
are avallable) the Department of Agriculture, by authority of Congress,
of course, disbursed $98,790,5605.19 in various forms of subsidies. The
disbursements for road construction were approximately $90,000,000.
Expenditures for vocational education were $5,412,143.40; for agricul-
tural extension, $5,820,816.80; and promotion of welfare and hygiene
of maternity and industry, $720,694.79. ’

These disbursements, with numerous smaller doles, brought the total
for the year up to $110,377,443.68. No less than $80,000,000 is needed
to carry out the highway-construction plans for next year, and still
another £116,700,000 will be required to discharge additional obliga-
tions already incurred under the same head.

THE WAY SOME STATES PAY

An interesting feature of the system is the manner in which some
States arva called upon to pay the great proportion of thls outlay, from
which they receive only a mlnute share in return. A few instances will
serve to illustrate the point.

The State of Nevada pays Into the Federal Treasury $760,000 annu-
ally and recelves in subsidies $1,845,945, or 262 per cent of the amount
it contributed to the maintenance of the Federal Government. North
Dakota pays in $1,282,838 and takes out $1,487,859, South Dakota
pays $1,951,248 and gets in return $2,094,133.

Contrarl this with the case of Pennsylvania, which pays in
$269,000,000 to the Federal Treasury and receives in return $1,839,000,
or about seven-tenths of 1 per cent.

New Jorsey pays In $112,000,000 and takes out $652,000, or fifty-
eight one-hundredths of 1 per cent. Connecticut fares still worse, It
pays in £37,000,000 and gets back $201,000, or fifty-four one-hundredths
of 1 per cent,

The representatives of the Western States have a ready answer for
this. They say that the Federal Government holda vast areas in tha
public domain within their borders, and hence it is only fair that the
National Government should contribute a large share to the improve-
ments and expenses in those States. Dut there is an answer to that.
Under the Federal forest fund act of 1907, 25 per cent of the gross
revenues from timber sales, livestock privileges, and other uses of the
forest reserves go back to the States within which the reserves are
located for school and roads and 10 per cent for forest tralls and roads.

In addition to this the mineral leasing act of 1920 provides for the
payment of 8714 per cent of bonus and royalties on those reserves.
Under these two acts refunds to the States are more than §16,000,000,

“of which 11 Western Statea get $14,000,000, leaving less than $2,000,000

to be divided among the other 37 States, Some of the States get
absolutely nothing.

Wyoming gets $5,143,434, an amount equal to 246 per cent of the
amount of Federal taxes it pays into the Treasury. When the subsi-
dies are sdded to this amount Wyoming receives from the Federal Gov-
ernment §6,491,285, Its contribution to Federal taxes is $2,088,353,
The amount of the subsidies and refunds therefore is equal to 310 per
cent of the State's contribution to the National Government,

On the other hand, take the case of the State of New York. Its
share of the Federal tax burden is $690,415,425, and it recelves in re-
turn §4,474,204, I am not objecting because New York does not receive
more, bul it seems to me that the time has come to lay a restralning
hand upon the practice of wet-nursing some States at the expense of
others.

But questionable as these features of the system are, the most dan-
gerous phase of it, in my opinion, 1s its tendency toward the breaking
down of the principle of local self-government and the creatlon of an
all-powerful Federal bureaucracy.

The danger does not lle in the Federal aid system alone by any
means. During the last 15 years the Federal Government has under-
taken the exercise qt a large number of new and important functlons.
A scanuing of the list of congressional enactments during thls period
reveals something of the situation. For example, since President Roose-
velt left the White House on March 4, 1009, we have established the
Federal Trade Commission with inquisitorial powers overgevery busi-
ness concern engaged in interstate commerce.

We have set up & Tarif Commission charged with the duty of investi-
gating (he costs of manufacturing at home and abroad and advising
the President, and through him the Congress, as to the differences in
those costs. We have created a Federal Farm Loan Board and given
it autherity to supervise the making of loans on furm lands all over the
conntry.

We have established a United States Shipplng Board with its Emer-
gency Fleet Corporation and have put the Government into the commer-
cial shipping business, with results known to all

We have given important authority to the Seeretary of Agriculture
In connection with the operation of the grain exchanges. In this same
period by constitutional amendment we have given the Federal Govern-
ment the.right to impose taxes upon oll incomes from whatever source
derived. And most Important of all, through the adoption of the
eighteenth amendment, w® have given the Federal Government police
power over every citizen to an extent never dreamed of by the founders
of the Government,

This tremendous extension of Federal power, together with Federal
aid development, has resulted in establishing at Washington, with
branches all over the country, a vast governmental machinery so pow-
erful, so complicated, that the average cltizen 1s utterly unable to com-
prehend it. Certainly we should pause before we permit its further
extension and enlargement, for if we continue thls centralization of
power and this assumption of governmental functions we shall most
certainly smother the ability of our people to govern themselves in the
several Btates and in their home communities.

Too often we are tempted to hand over to the IFederal Government
the doing of those things which can be done perfectly well by the Statea
and their subdivisions, because for the moment it seems the easiest way
to relieve ourselves of the burden of local responsibility and the duty
of living up to it.

Our comparative success In governing ourselves for the past 1350
years has rested most of all upon the initlative and enterprise of our
people in meeting and solving gevernmental problems as they arise,

If we continue to take power away from the people and to transfer it
to Wasbington, we shall destroy those qualities, our local governments
will dwindle to the vanishing point, and we shall find the average man
becoming a servant of the Government instead of its master. Let us
remember that our country s a Federal Union of States, not an empira.
Realizing, as we must, the dangers of a bureaucracy, irresponsible and
remote irom our vlew, let us pause and survey our situation before we
yield to its iInducements.

NEWS-LETTER OF ALL-AMERICAN COOPERATIVE COMMISSION

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask unanimouns con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp the news letter of the All-
American Cooperative Commission issued March 1, 1926.

There being no objection, the news letter was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

- CooreraTIVE NEws SERviceE (WEREELY),
Cleveland, Ohio, March 1, 1926.
PRESSMEN TAKE OVER BANK
Another mighty recruit to the long list of labor organlzations In-
terested in labor banking was enlisted recently when the International
Printing Pressmen’s Union announced the purchase of control in the
Hawkine County Bank, of Rogersville, Tenn. Rogersville lies near the
international headquarters of this powerful printing trades-union,
and its bank is the logical depository for millions of the union's funds.
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The International Printing Pressmen’'s Union also owns a large inter-
est in the Federation Bank of New York City, the second largest lahor
bank in America.

President George L. Berry has requested members and locals of his
union to depogit thelr funds in the Hawking County Bank, which will
soon rank as one of the leading Institutions of Tennessee. The print-
ing pressmen's bank is a novel departure in the history of labor bank-
ing, as nearly all such institutions are located in the larger centers of
population, with a few in smaller railroad centers. The pressmen's
bank is in the heart of a rich agricultural section.

PACKING COOPERATIVE BRINGS PROSPERITY

The Fergus (Minn.) Cooperative Packing Co. gladly yields page 1 in
the newspapers to the billlon-dollar Food Trust and the antlconsumer
plots of the Chicago packing plants. Instead it prefers to spread the
benefits of cooperation among its farmer members, for cooperation by
its very nature finds itself unable to plot against the public Interest
or to engineer criminal conspiracies to wring profits from the néeds of
the people.

The audit just completed of the packing cooperative’s books shows a
business of $469,000 for the past year, with an additional $52,000 for
the retail store. Dividends will be announced later in the season, when
assets will be in the form of eash rather than meats, ITmportant capital
additions will be made to the plant this year as an evidence of the pros-
perous condition of this big cooperative.

COOPERATION PART OF LABOR EDUCATION

That the extensive labor education movement sweeping the country
can be translated into added effectiveness for cooperation is shown in
the example of Esther Oberg, a graduate of Brookwood Labor College,
of Katonah, N. Y. Miss Oberg, after two years of intensive training
at Brookwood, during which she managed the labor college cooperative
store, went to Battle Creek, Mich., to serve in the cooperative society's
gtore there. Boon after she was elevated to the position of manager,
Miss Oberg is also the editor of the Cooperative World, a monthly
hounse organ, and contributes widely to the advancement of the Michigan
labor movement through addresses and articles in the press.

Labor educatlon, the All-American Cooperative Commission com-
ments, must include training in the cooperative movement if it is to
realize its full possibilities. Trade-unlonism and cooperation represent
the two arms of a single movement. Withou® one or the other labor's
cause Is permanently crippled.

COOPERATION RULES WORLD'S WHEAT

A parllament of wheat, representing the majority of the worlds
acreage in the greatest of the grains, met recently in St. Paul, Minn,,
to discuss the problems of international marketing. The tremendous
gtrength of cooperation In this basie industry was testified by the pres-
ence of men from the leading wheat pools of three continents, every one
of them cooperators and officials in the wheat-poo] movement.

Among the States represented were Minnesota, Indiana, Kansas,
Texas, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Nebraska, Alberta, West Australia,
Bouth Dakota, Saskatchewan, Russia, Manitoba, SBouth Australia, New
South Wales, Ukraine, and Victoria. In each of these United States,
Canadian, Australian, and Russian States cooperative wheat pools are
flourishing as major factors in determining the price of wheat.

Technical problems of marketing and International aspects of wheat
production were discussed thoroughly In the three-day conference. The
Western Producer, of Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, has published full
reports of the technical aspects of the conference.

COOPERATIVE STORE REAL AMERICAN ROMANCH

Romance in America centers in the eash box, if we are to believe the
seores of writers who have molded their novels around the poor but
honest boy who toward the end of the book lords It over an army of
servants as he dashes back and forth between Wall Street, Florida, and
Europe, Cooperation, too, can furnizh cash-box romances, although a
finer spirit of service to all rather than selfish aggrandizement is the
motive power behind its successes.

Turn over the thirteenth annual statement of the Soo Cooperatlye
Mercantile Assoclation, of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. There you will
find net sales of $25,000 ten years ago as contrasted with §551,000
during the last year. What private enterprise offers a better example
of sudden growth or a more satisfying example of industrial progress?
This half million business was done on a capital of $34,000, thus point-
ing to a turnover that would be the pride of any present-day Babbitt.
Fortunately, however, the returns on this handsome business did not
go Into the malntaining of country clubs for idlers or palaces for the
wealthy, for another item in this co-op’s statement shows $126,000
returned to stockholders, eustomers, and emplom since its organiza-
tion 13 years ago.

The Boo Cooperative has a string of seven stores, two of which also
handle meats, and one bakery goods. Durlng the past year §13,000
was spent on an addition to the main store
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H. E. Branch, secretary of the New FEra Corporation, a cooperative
ingurance firm of Grand Rapids, Mich, told the stockholders at their
annual meeting that American cooperation is writing the principles
of the Constitution into industry. * Our Constitution,” he declared,
*“ established democracy in our Government. Cooperation will apply
the same prineiples in trade and lay the foundations for economic
demderacy.”

NATIONAL LEADERS ADVISE LABOR BANK

Gov. Albert Smith and Mayor J. J, Walker, of New York, head a
group of 25 Federal, State, and city officials Included in an advisory
committee of more than 200 stockholders in the Federation Bank of New
York, controiled by metropolitan trade unions, to assist in transform-
ing the bank into a trust company. Other members of the committee
are Prekident Willlam Green, of the American Federation of Labor;
Mortimer L. Schiff, banker; Benator Royal 8. Copeland: Thomas
Meighan ; John McCormack; Charles Chaplin; Adolph Zukor; Gerard
Swope, of General Electriec Co.; Charles D. Hilles; Franklin D. Roose-
velt; Hugo Mayer, director of the Labor Bank of Germany; and Luis
N. Morones, secretary of labor in Mexico.

The State department of banking has approved the bank’s plan for
adding trust functions. The Federation Bank & Trust Co., as it is
to be known, will start with resources of $17,000,000, according to
President Peler J. Brady.

TWO FRANKLIN BOOKLETS

Two attractive booklets have been issued by the Franklin Cooper-
atlve Creamery Association, Minneapolis, These are entitled * Year
Book 1024-25" and “A Trip Through the Franklin Plants.” Both
publications are well printed on highly calendered paper and profusely
illustrated, The year book consists of 58 pages. 1t contains a his-
tory of the enterprise, detailed descriptions of the various properties
of the association, the report of the officers and directors to the sixth
annual meeting, cooperative financial statistics, and brief accounts of
the various activities of the association other than the distribution of
milk,

The booklet entitled “A Trip Through the Franklin Plants" is
emaller than the year book. Its 88 pages are given over to views
of the different plants and brief descriptions of the varlous features
illustrated.

COOPEEATION ATTRACTS COMMUNISTS

The New York district executive committee of the Workers (Com-
munpist) Party has ordered party members Interested in cooperatives
to form * factions™ within them for the * bullding up of the cooper-
ative movement in America.”

MUSCLE SHOALS

The Senate resumed the consideration of Honse Concurrent
Resolution 4, providing for a jolnt committee to conduct ne-
gotiations for leasing Muscle Shoals.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the
amendment of the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caza-
WAY].

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, regarding the particular
resolution under consideration, I ask that there may be read
at the desk a letter from the Arizona corporation commissioner
on the subject.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read the letter, as follows:

ARrizoNA CoaroRraTION COMMISSION,
Phoeniz, March 3, 1926

Hon. HexrY F. ASHURST,
United States Benate, Washington, D. C.

My DeAr SENATOR: My attention has been directed to a bill mnt}y
introduced by Senator McKriLuAr, of Tennessee (8. 3081), relating to
the development and distribution of power at Mugcle Shoals.

This bill, as you no doubt have already observed if you have had
the time to review it, contains somre very dangerous provisions. Per-
haps the most startling feature, and the one most objectionable, is the
proposal to further curtall Btate rights. In addition to that, it would
place the power to prescribe rates in the hands of an alien commis-
glon, which might or might not be familiar with the territory in which
the power would be distributed. This guestion I am sure you will
agree should be left In the bhands of State authorities, who would
be thoroughly familiar with loeal conditions and who would know the
needs of the communities and peoples to be served. Certainly no cen-
tral power, no matter how competent or how gincere the desire to
gerve the publie, could be in so favorable a position to determine these
matters as would & loeal body.

1 wish to register my distinet disapproval of this feature of the
McKellar bill and to express the hope that you will lend your ability to
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see that & proper amendment s proposed and passed to protect the
intercsts of the people of Arizona, which, in my judgment, would be
Jjeopardized by the passage of this bill in its present form.
With kind personal regards, I am,
Yours truly,
Amos A, Brrrs, Commissioner.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. BLEasg] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from South
Carolina yield to me to enable me to make a short statement?

Mr. BLEASHE. I yield to the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I regret that in the heat of
debate insinuations have been made as to the motives influenc-
Ing Senators in the Muscle Shoals matter, and while I shall
vote for this resolution, I do not think the debate has helped its
passage. I had not expected to say anything further after my
remarks of Iast week in favor of the amendment submitted by
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CArRAwAY], which pro-
vided for an equitable distribution of the surplus power not
needed for fertilizers. While every Congressman from Georgia
as well as myself widely differ with my own colleague, the
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Georce], who opposed the
Ford offer and is now opposing this reselution, I give to him
and others differing with me credit for being just as honest
as I am. I do not believe there is a Senator in the Chamber
who is influenced to do anything but what he thinks is for the
m‘i)d of his country in voting upon the Muscle Shoals propo-
sition.

I think my friend, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HeFLin],
is making a mistake when he antagonizes other Senators who
differ with us honestly in this matter.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
right at that point?

Mr. HARRIS. After I shall have concluded my statement I
shiall be very glad to yield to the Senator. I want to remind
the Senator from Alabama that last year we had a conference
report before the Senate on the Muscle Shoals matter, and I
believe it would have become the law, but the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Norrig], the chairman of the Agricultural Com-
mittee, did not allow us to have a vote on it. What I am afraid
of now is that after the bid comes in under the pending resolu-
tion we will be unable fo get a vote on it because of the early
adjournment of Congress. Certainly we will be unable to do so
if we continue antagonizing Senators who differ with us.

We have lost sight in the debate of what was responsible for
the creation of the Muscle Shoals development. It was pri-
marily for the purpose of national defense, and nitrates are
absolutely necessary in manufacturing munitions. No one
seems to have mentioned that in the discussion; however, they
have dealt with the water-power development. While manu-
facturing nitrates at Muscle Shoals and having the plant
operated at full capacity, so that in time of war we counld get
all we needed, it is necessary to do something with the plant
at other times, so we provided that fertilizer should be manu-
factured in peace times and sold to farmers much cheaper than
they are now paying.

Mr. President, have we forgotten that when we declared war
on Germany the first thing Germany did was to notify Chile that
if she let us have nitrates she would be held responsible? If
Germany had had a navy that could have blocked the ports of
Chile, the United States would have been greatly handicapped
in conducting the war. The principal reason why the pending
resolution is before us Is because it is a matter of national de-
fense. Suppose we were to have a war now with another
country? We are the only country in the world that does not
have a nitrate plant. We would be at the mercy of a foreign
country. I think that during the war with Germany about
20 per cent of our ship tonnage was used in bringing nitrates
to this country. We were absolutely dependent upon Chile.
We want to prevent a recurrence of such a condition., If we
had war with another couniry now, the first thing they would
do would be to level their guns on the ports of Chile and pre-
vent us getting nitrates. We would have no way of getting
them unless we were prepared for their manufacture in our
own country.

The State of Georgia spends between §25,000,000 and
$30,000,000 a year for fertilizer. If the pending resolution
should pass and result in reducing the price of fertilizer one-
half, it would mean a saving to the farmers of my State of
enough money in one year to pay the entire expense of running
our State government, which includes several million dollars
for Confederate pensions. There is nothing more important to
our people than this legislation. We have been planting cotton
on our lands for more than 100 years. Much of our land is
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worn out, and it is absolutely necessary for us to use fertilizer
in order to produce cotton and other products, and not only
our entire country but the world is interested in obtaining cheap
cotton. We can not preduce it at the present low price unless
we can get cheaper fertilizers.

England is taxing every bale of cotton manufactured, and the
revenue raised is spent in encouraging the production of cotton
in her colonies. Other countries are doing everything they can
to encourage the production of cotton, and the South must com-
pete with pauper labor of the world. Do not forget, Senators,
that the southern cotton planter’s crop sold in foreign countries
is largely responsible for the large gold reserve in this country.
Opposition to the pending resolution because a committee of
Congress has been selected to secure bids and make recom-
mendations to the Congress as to which is the best bid does not
have weight with me, and I do not think it will satisfy the
people of my State and the South. They want action. They
are tired of speeches on Muscle Shoals. They are now and have
been several years in a terrible condition financially, and the
development of this project would greatly help them.

In my opinion a committee of Congress to settle this matter
is far better than lawyers and employees in the departments.
Senators and Representatives in Congress are responsible to the
people they represent. Now, in answer to the argument against
a.-committee from Congress because Senators and Representa-
tives would be unduly influenced by their colleagues’ recom-
mendations, let me refer to the action recently taken in the
House of Representatives where a distinguished Congressman
from my State, Judge CHARLES Crisp, was one of the commis-
sioners named for the settlement of the Italian debt matter and
was honored by the committee by his selection to present their
recommendation to the House. He recommended certain con-
cessions to the Italian Government in the settlement of their
debt to our country. There is no man in the House who is
more beloved by his colleagnes than is Judge Crisp, and espe-
cially by his own colleagues from the State of Georgia. Of the
11 Congressmen representing that State, only 1 voted in favor
of the recommendations he submitted and advocated.

The other 10 voted against Judge Crisp’'s view of that matter,
and the same situation will develop as to this proposed legisla-
tion. There is no Senator here who is going to be influenced
in his vote by the recommendation of the committee, They are
going to study the bids and be influenced by what they think
of the best bid that comes before us.

Members of the Agricultural Committee of the Senate and the
Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives
have made a special study of this matter for years and will
know better how to get a satisfactory bid than will the men
in any of the Government departments. From my State 10
of the 12 unusually able and conscientious Members of tha
House are lawyers; 9 of them and my colleague have been
on the bench and served with distinction. They are so inter-
ested in this matter that they will be careful to see that our
farmers who are interested in getting cheaper fertilizers and
the Government's nitrates for national defense will be pro-
tected in whatever bids are considered. There are abler lawyers
in this body than there are in the Department of Justice, and
I think Congress can settle this question better than any other
Government agency.

We have heard a great deal of complaint of Presidents usurp-
ing the power of Congress, but this is the first time I have
heard criticlsm of Congress having its own committee in-
stead of delegating to the President the handling of this matter
which is of vital concern to the farmers and all our people of
the South, as well as the entire country. I believe that 90
per cent of the people of my State favored the Ford offer; I
believe that 99 per cent of the farmers of Georgia favored that
offer.

In both my campaigns for the Senate, Mr. President, if yon
will pardon a personal reference, my opponent, former Senator
Hardwick—who filled the unexpired term of the late Senator
Bacon—opposed legislation which would permit the Govern-
ment in times of peace to use Muscle Shoals for the manufac-
ture of fertilizers to be sold to the farmers at cost. In both”
campaigns I made that an important issue, and I am certain
that Mr. Hardwick lost many votes becayse of his attitude. In
his last race against me he was overwhelmingly defeated—he
carried less than 10 per cent of the counties of the State.

Mr. President, I favor the Smith substitute for the pending
resolution, which is similar to measures I have favored hereto-
fore, when the bill of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norgis]
with amendments was under consideration, during the last
gession of Congress. I believe that the Government ought to
experiment for a few years with the Muscle Shoals plant and
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find out what can be done with this plant, just how much ni-
trates and fertilizers can be manufactured, and after ascertain-
ing the cheapest way to manufacture fertilizers to supply all
our farmers, make a lease of the plant to private parties, with
guaranty that they shall not charge farmers more than a small
profit.

The Government can not manufacture anything as cheaply
as can individuals and corporations, and farmers should get
fertilizers at the lowest possible cost.

We hear complaint about permitting a part of this power
at Muscle Shoals to be used for the manufacture of fertilizer;
that we shall lose money by it, and that it will be a subsidy
for the farmer. That does not come with very good grace,
Mr. President, from Senators who voted for the Esch-Cummins
bill, which practically guarantees the railroads dividends on
all their property; and Senators who voted for the high tariff
duties of the Fordney-AcCumber bill, which taxes the people
of this country billions annually and inereases the cost of
living 80 much as to make it difficnlt for many to meet the
necessities of life. Why should we not, if necessary, give the
farmers all the wafter power at Muscle Shoals, if it will assist
them in the raising of crops and save them from losing their
furms? Many of them have already lost their farms within the
last few years.

Opposing this resolution and delaying this matter is just
exactly what the Water Power Trust wants. They have the only
transmission line; and the Government is dependent upon the
Power Trust for the sale of the power until we shall build our
own transmission lines connecting with cities needing power or
else make a disposition of Muscle Shoals some other way. It is
to the interest of the Water Power Trust for this proposed leg-
islation to be defeated or delayed. They can not influence any-
one in this body to vote against this resolution, but they would
make millions of dollars if Congress defeats it and does nothing
toward leasing this plant or developing it ourselves. For that
reason, the Power Trust is more inferested in delaying the
legislation than is anyone else.

When I speak of the Water Power Trust Corporation I speak
of it with no feeling against them. Many of those connected
with it are personal friends of mine and good men. They are
interested in making dividends for their stockholders. The
newspapers lately, however, have shown a combination of the
Alabama Power Co. and the Georgia Railway Power Co., which
practically have a monopoly of the water power in Georgia and
Alabama; and other power companies have combined. The
Water Power Trust is one of the greatest trusts in the United
States.

When the Ford measure was before the Senate there was
no Senator here who did not get letters from the Fertilizer
Trust protesting against the acceptance of the Ford offer. I
placed these letters in the Recorn. The Water Power Trust
also had its lobby here opposing the Ford offer. Congress and
the Republican administratlon were going to scrap all the
millions which had been spent at Muscle Shoals; and every-
one knows that if it had not been for Ford's offer of a few
million dollars for the plant and guaranteeing to make cheaper
fertilizers for the farmers and nitrates for munitions the
Republican administration would have abandoned Muscle
Shoals. We are indebted to Ford for preventing the destruc-
tion of this nitrate plant, which would have destroyed the
hope of the cotton farmers to get cheaper fertilizers and not
be at the mercy of the Fertilizer Trust. All the Representa-
tives from my State and almost every Member of Congress in
the House or Senate from the South favored the Ford offer;
in fact, I never heard a public man in my State utter a word
against the Ford proposition so long as it was before Congress.

The Fertilizer Trust and the Power Trust both opposed the
Ford offer. They knew that he would go down there and use
that power to bring about competition in all manufacturing
and cheapen the price production of fertilizer. They knew they
could not compete with Ford's method of manufacturing ferti-
lizer. If the Power Trust shall aequire all power at Muscle
Shoals, instead of giving us competition, as Ford would have
done, and helping to reduce the price of power and fertilizer,
the United States Government, by leasing to the Water Power
Trust, will be helping to perpetuate a monopoly. That is one
reason why I shall support the Smith substitute. I want to
be sure that the Water Power Trust does not control it.

Representative Sxewn, of New York, the chairman of the
Rules Committee and the author of the resolution before us,
when this matter was Dbefore the House of Representatives
stated that if we could not get a satisfactory bid he would sup-
port some measure, such as the Norris bill or the Smith sub-
stitute, which would allow the Government to experiment
with the plant in making nitrates and cheaper fertilizers.
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I shall vote for the Smith substitute for the Government
to first make experiments for a few years in manufacturing fer-
tilizers. I shall also vote for the Caraway amendment to
distribute surplus power not needed for manufacture of
nitrates and fertilizers, I can not understand how the Sena-
tor from Alabama can stand up and argue against the Caraway
amendment. Muscle Shoals belongs to the Federal Government
and not to the State of Alabama any more than to Georgia or
other States. If the Smith substitute is voted down, I shall
vote for the House resolution, with the hope that a satisfactory
bid may be made that will insure cheap fertilizers to the
farmers and nitrates to our Government. If no bid meets with
our approval Congress will, I believe, adopt the suggestion,
which I also favor, of Representative SNeLL, chairman of the
Rules Committee of the House and author of the resolution
before us, providing for the Government's immediate operation
of the plant fo experiment a few years in making nitrates and
fertilizers. Unless action of some kind is taken now it means
another two years’ delay, as the appropriation bills will take up
most of the time of the short session of Congress, and it will
not be possible to pass this legislation until the long session the
following year.

Of course, that is exactly what the Fertilizer and Power
Trusts are hoping we shall do; it will enable them to get
several milllon dollars’ worth of power at a small cost, and
fertilizers will not be cheaper. I can not understand how Sen-
ators can vote to delay this matter when farmers are in such
financial distress and have been for years. Anything that
helps the farmer helps all business. If there ever was a time
when the farmers of my section needed help, it is now; they
would prefer a half loaf to a whole loaf later on; but I can
see no reason why we should not, by adopting this resolution
af this time, give them a whole loaf. We shall certainly close
the door of hope of any assistance if we vote down this resolu-
tion. However, I put the Senator from Alabama on notice that
I will not vote for any bid the committee reports that diserimi-
nates against my State.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I should like to take a few
minutes, if my colleague will allow me, to read into the Recorp
some statements made by the National Grange in convention
assembled at Atlantic City in 1924, This is official and has
direct reference to the very subject now before us.

Without reading the caption of the article, I want to read a
quotation from ex-President Roosevelt which was incorporated
in this report by the grangers at the meeting referred to,
touching the identical subject.

They say—that is, the grangers in convention assembled—

We belleve we have arrived at the time predicted by Theodore
Roosevelt when he said:

“The people of our country are threatened by a monopoly far more
powerful, because in far closer touch with our domestic and industrial
life, than anything known In our experience. A single generation
will see the exhaustion of our natural resources of oil and gas and
such a rise In the price of coal as will make the price of electrically
transmitted water power a controlling factor in transportation, in
manufacturing, and in household lighting and heating. Our water
power alone, if fully developed and wisely used, is probably sufficient
for our present transportation, industrial, mumicipal, and domestia
needs, Most of it is undeveloped and still in National or State con-
trol. To give away this, one of the greatest of our resources, without
compensation would be an act of folly. If we are guilty of it, our
children will be forced to pay an annual return upon & capitalization
based upon the highest prices which the * trafic will bear,” They will
find themselves face to face with the powerful interests intrenched
behind the doctrines of °vested rights,’ and strengthened by every
defense which money can buy and the ingenuity of able eorporation
lawyers can devise,”

This is an expression of ex-President Roosevelt about the
development of our water power and the duty of the Congress
in relation thereto. Now I want to call attention to what the
grange—perhaps the oldest farm organization in existence in
America to-day—had to say about Muscle Shoals; and this
report was adopted :

Regarding the Muscle Shoals project, in which the Government has
already invested something over $100,000,000 of the people's money,
we believe—

The Government should make the necessary expenditure to finish
the plant and operate it for the benefit of all the people in the pro-
duction of fertilizers and electricity. If this course is found to be
impractical, we then recommend—

That Muscle Shoals be leased on the best terms obtainable, with the
provision that fertilizers manufactured be distributed for agricultural
purposes at cost. Any such lease should comply In every particular
with the Federal water power act.




1926

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield right
there?

Mr. SMITH. Just one minute, Mr. President, this resolu-
tion was submitted to the grange and adopted. It also adopted
the resolution in which the expression from ex-President
Roosevelt was contained.

Now, Mr, President—

Mr. HEFLIN, Before the Senator gets away Irom that, I
should like to have him yield a moment.

Mr., SMITH. I yield.

Mr, HEFLIN. I hold in my hand a letter from the repre-
sentative of the National Grange here in Washington, urging
that this particular concurrent resolution be passed without
amendment.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not know what is the atti-
tude of any individual here in Washington. I simply have
read into the Recorp what was said by the grange in con-
vention. Since the Senator has raised that point, let me say
that it is not so much a question of what this official says or
that official says; it is a question of what this body believes
is its duty in the premises; whether, with this power developed
and the machinery installed, ready to carry out the solemn
mandate of a statute that is now on the books for the benefit
of agriculture, having expended this amount of money for that
definite and specific purpose, we are now to turn it over to a
private corporation under a lease under the implied terms of
which not only may the product be sold at whatever the com-
pany may deem is its cost, but we commit ourselves to 8 per
cent profit. It is the old, iniquitous, indefensible cost-plus con-
tract that swamped this country in its attempt to meet the
exigencies of the war. The billions of indebtedness piled up
on us now come from that iniquitous principle of cost plus.

Mr. President, I had intended and may yet decide to intro-
duce at this time my resolution turning this matter over to the
farmers in toto through the Agricultural Department, creating
a corporation under the aunspices of that department for the
benefit of the farmers alone, and, if there is any surplus power,
letting them sell it, take whatever profits accrue from that and
invest them in cheapening the process of getting this ingredi-
ent during times of peace for the farmer. The bill that I intro-
duced is practically the resolution that I intended to introduce;
and the principle involved in that is that we shall turn over
this matter to the Agricultural Department, and empower it to
create a corporation like the Shipping Board or the Waterways
Corporation, and run this plant solely and alone for the benefit
of agriculture during times of peace, and certainly for the pro-
duction of nitrates for the Army during time of war.

We have dedicated this plant since 1916 for this distinct,
definite purpose. We, through our agency in the Agricultural
Department, have outstripped the world in developing processes
for fixing nitrogen and concentrating fertilizer. We have the
plant equipped and the machinery installed. Why should we
lease it to anybody, any more than we should lease our facili-
tles for making investigations into the diseases that affect
plant and animal life?

Mr. President, I am not going to take up any more time
right now, because I do not want to infringe on the time of my
colleague; but I desire to impress the Senate with the fact
that wherever this proposition is known in its purpose and its
possibilities there is not a single farm organization that I
know of, there is not a real, good common-sense farmer but
that understands that his only hope for relief from the intoler-
able burden imposed upon him now by the fertilizer mann-
facturers of this counfry is the hope held out by this project
and by this expenditure of money by the Government, through
the perfection of the plan of fixing nitrogen and combining it
with potash and phosphorie acid, and making for him that
for which he must now pay practically all the profits that ac-
crue to him from farming.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, before the Senator takes
his seat I desire to say that some question has been raised,
both in this discussion and in the discussion of this subject
before the Senate at the last session, with reference to the pos-
sibility of manufacturing nitrogen from the air at a cost that
would enable the producer to sell the product to the farmer at
less than he is now paying. I have not myself had any doubts
about that. I have believed, and I still believe, that with
proper economy and efficiency nitrogen can be made from the
air at much less than we now have to pay for it; but, as L
understand the proposition of the Senator from South Caro-
lina as embodied in his proposed substitute, he thinks that
the Government should not dispose of this property at Muscle
Shoals, either for power or for any other purpose, until the
Government  itself has experimented with different processes
for the purpose and with the intent of ascertaining whether
this product can be made at a reasonable price and in sufficient
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quantities. Until that question Is determined the Senator
thinks the Government should not dispose of this property,,
for the reason that until that question is determined we do
not know what this property is worth., I understand that that
is the effect of the Senator's substitute.

Mr. SMITH. Yes; Mr. President. I should like to call the
Senator’'s attention to the fact that since 1916, when the
present law was enacted, there has been such a radieal change
in the process that scientists have reduced the cost, as ex-
pressed in the units of power, from 60,000 horsepower down to
4,000 horsepower to produce a given unit of fixed nitrogen.

They started with the are process, They then took the
cyanamide process and have modified now what was known as
the Haber process to a point where synthetic nitrogen is pro-
duced. The process has been reduced in power requirements to
the point where they are as 4 to 60 as against the arc process
and 4 to 30-odd in the case of the cyanamide process; and I
have samples, which I showed to the Senate the other day,
showing the rapid progress that has been made in the art of
fixing nitrogen in the form in which the farmer needs it.

Cyanamide now is not in the form in which the farmer can use
it; nitric acid certainly is pot in the form in which the farmer
can use it; but in the form of what is called urea, or phospho-
ammonia, they have it in the experimental stage in the form
where the farmer can use it just as you and 1 use nitrate of
soda,

Is it not the part of breaking faith, to say nothing of foif¥,
for us, right at the time when we have the power developed
ready to go on with the experimentation, ready to determine
the last word in the production of this necessary ingredient, to,
turn it over to a private corporation, for this reason: The dead
work, as the inventors call it, is the pioneering in any art.
Who is going to piloneer for the benefit of the farmer? You
know and I know that if we lease this property to a private
corporation and they discover a new process of fixing nitrogen,
they will patent-it at once and put up the price to as high a
point as the traffic will bear. Roosevelt said that, as quoted by
the grange in this resolution. If, however, the Government
holds the property and discovers processes that do this thing,
then it means that the farmers, through their own agents, will
be the direct beneficiaries of the improvements of the process.

We put our hands to this plow for a specifie, definite pur-
pose, which was to develop the art and make it contribute to
the welfare of agriculture. Now, after we have spent more
than $150,000,000 in carrying out the mandates of the previous
Congresses, when we have the machinery all set up, ready to
go to work, we are asked to withdraw our hand and turn over
the whole business to a private concern for their exploitation
upon the cost-plus plan.

Mr, OVERMAN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? )

Mr. SMITH. I yield.

Mr. OVERMAN. We have appropriated this year $225,000
for the research laboratory here in Washington to make experi-
ments in regard to the production of nitrogen. If we lease the
plant at Muscle Shoals and this laboratory discovers a cheap
way of making nitrogen, the results of their investigation will
go to the private corporation, whereas if the Government runs
the plant, the discoveries will go to the Government to be used
for the benefit of the farmers, \

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for that
suggestion. We have appropriated $225,000 to earry on our
research laboratory work, to discover processes by which we
may get nitrogen in the form in which we want it, both
quantative and qualitative. Now, it is proposed that we take .
the very machinery we set up for the benefit of the farmer
and say to our research laboratory, “Any new discovery you
make, any development you perfect, you are to turn over to
this private corporation and let them benefit the farmer at
cost plus.” I am certainly obliged to the Senator from North
Carolina for calling my attention to that,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SMITH. I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS. I recall very distinetly that when this
matter was before us on a previous occasion the suggestion
was constantly made, in connection with the adequacy of the
price that the uncertainty of being able to produce this
article at a reasonable price, the possibility of great losses
in experimenting in trying to produce it economiecally and
in sufficient quantity was so great that we ought fo make
allowances for that in fixing the price; that it was an ele-
ment, and a very important element, which entered into the
transaction, so far as the consideration to be paid by pri-
vate individuals was concerned.
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It was also very vigorously contended on this floor by many
.of us, by the Senator from Nebraska, by myself, and by a
number of others, that the proposition then before us was a
proposition that concerned itself chiefly with the development
of power; that it was not, except incidentally, a nitrogen
proposition; that if we leased the plant to this private_ com-
pany upon the terms then proposed, they would experiment,
and if they found they could not produce nitrogen at as low
a cost as the figure at which we can now buy it, of course,
under the terms of the lease, they would not be required to
produce it at all. In other words, we were dealing with a
proposition which might eventuate, after certain experiments
and failures, in a pure and simple power proposition. The
Senator remembers that?

Mr. SMITH. Yes; I do.
argument.

Mr, SIMMONS. As I understand it, now we are dealing
with a private corporation. They are to produce nitrogen
and manufacture fertilizer for the farmer, the cost of pro-
ducing nitrogen being an essential element in the cost of fer-
tilizers. They are to sell the fertilizer to the farmer at actual
cost, plus 8 per cent. If the actnal cost shall be so great
that after adding 8 per cent the farmer could not buy it,
it would be unavailable to him. fle would prefer to get his
supply from Chile, or from somewhere else, because he could

it cheaper.

f the purchaser under this resolution is buying thls prop-
erty primarily for power, If they were so disposed, would it
not be within their power to raise the cost of production to
such a point that plus the 8 per cent the product would be
no longer available to the farmer, thus loging to him the op-
portunity of having his fertilizer made in the United States
.and resulting in practically turning this great plant over to a
power company ?

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield right
there?

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator if that might not be the
result?

Mr, SMITH. If my colleague will allow me——

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator yleld right there?

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish the Senator from Alabama would
allow me to carry on this colloquy a little further, because,
unfortunately I have been absert; I have not been here during
the debate, and I am trying to get some light on the proposition.

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 want to tell the Senator what the testi-
mony is on that subject.

Mr. SMITH. Let me reply to the Senator from North
Carolina, if my colleague will allow me.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, if the senior Senator from
South Carolina will be so kind as to accept it, I will just give
him the floor.

Mr. SMITH. If my colleague will yield to me for just a
few minutes, I will be obliged to him.

Mr. BLEASE. I will be very glad to yield now. The Sena-
tor knows a lot more about the subject than I do.

Mr. SMITH. The Senator recalls very clearly—

Mr. SIMMONS. Before the Senator goes into that, let me
state just one point. My position about this matter has al-
ways been that I wanted this great power which has been
developed, and a much greater potential power there that
will hereafter be developed, to be used to the fullest extent
necessary in order to supply the farmers of the United States
with nitrogen. I am far more interested in that than I am
in the power, because even if we do not develop any water
power at Muscle Shoals, we have sufficient water power else-
where in our country to run our industries.

Mr. SMITH. Let me say to the Senator right there, that,
so far as the Government water power is concerned, that is
no new thing. Everybody knows how to utilize water power,
and we would not have appropriated 5 cents for Muscle
Shoals if it had been proposed that the Government should
go down there and develop water power.

Mr. SIMMONS. We have already developed 600,000 horse-
power on the waters of North Carolina, and the undeveioped
water power of North Carolina is so great that we may extend
that to two and a half or three milllon horsepower. There is
plenty of water power in my State for all commercial purposes.
What we are concerned about primarily in connection with
Muscle Shoals is the manufacture of fertilizer on this property
which belongs to the Government in sufficlent quantities to sup-
ply the farmer, and any condition, any provision, any contin-
gency in connection with this contract which endangers the
permanent use of this property for the making of a sufficient

That was the burden of the whole
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quantity of nitrogen to supply the American farmers is, to my
mind, something indefensible.

Mr, SMITH. It is a perversion of the law.

Mr. SIMMONS. It is a perversion of the purposes and ob-
Jects we have had in view. When the propoesition was pending
before I contended, and I now contend, that with the uncer-
tainty of the possibility of developing nitrogen from the ajr
sufficiently cheap to make it available to the farmer, until that
question has been determined and until it is made certain that
for all time to come a sufficient amount of this power will be
dedicated to that purpose, I do not want the Government to
dispose of the property. I do not want the Government to
dispose of it until that happens, because I am exceedingly in
doubt as to whether the companies which are now bidding
for this property have in view at all the manufacture of fer-
tilizer. I have an idea that their purpose is entirely concen-
trated in the development of power, and that they will, by one
method or another, handle the situation so that fertilizer ap-
parently can not be made there sufficiently cheaply to answer
the purposes of the farmer.

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield just
there?

Mr. SMITH. I prefer to answer that right at this point.
Hveryone of us knows that everything moves along the line of
least resistance, and the readlest market is for power. Per-
haps no hydroelectric power company in this country will make
as great a profit as will be reaped through the leasing of
Muscle Shoals on the terms proposed in all the measures that
have been before us. I will not stop now to analyze that propo-
sition. They are to pay so much interest on $50,000,000, the cost
of the dam, less the amount ascertained to be the value of the
improvements on the river to the Government as aids to navi-
gation. That may reduce it to $30,000,000. They will get
this tremendous power, with a market waiting and ready, with
some transmission lines already constructed, with the trans-
formers easily installed, the switchboards ready.

The Senator and the Senate know that the argument we
have heard here about the likelihood of the manufacture of
fertilizer at Muscle Shoals is without foundation. All the
arguments we have heard are to the effect that we do not need
that power to produce fertilizer. Therefore the Senator is
right in his contention that if we lease this plant we will
have leased a power project, and it will result, in my opinion—
and I am sure the Senator agrees with me that it will result—
in the production of nitrogen by whatever company gets it,
with whatever processes are available, and the cost being
found excessive, with 8 per cent added, they will say, “It is
not feasible; therefore we want to be relieved from any
further obligation to produce nitrogen.” Then they will have
our power plant.

Mr. SIMMONS.
we not?

Mr, SMITH, Certainly we would.

We would have to release them, would

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President——

Mr. SIMMONS. If we want an unbiased investigation of
this—

Mr. HEFLIN. I could not permit that statement to go
unchallenged.

Mr. SIMMONS. If we want thorough experimentation and
investigation of the possibility of producing nitrogen from
the air at a cost that will make it available to the farmers,
we are more likely to get it through a Government agency
than through a private agency.

Mr. SMITH. What object would the Government have in
misleading the farmers when we have established this Nitrate
Research Laboratory; when we consider the consecration of
the Agricuifure Department to the interest of agriculture, a
branch of the Government set aside for that purpose, ad-
vanced to the standing of a department of our Government,
the Secretary of Agriculture and his vast host of collaborators
trying to analyze and state the problems of the farmers, and
to solve those problems, spending hundreds of millions of
dollars annually through this department to better the farm-
ers' condition. Now, Instend of leaving this project as we
provided for it, it is proposed that we turn it over to a cor-
poration whose interest it is to make profit, not fertilizer.
They do not lease it with any other idea.

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will
yield—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sackerr in the chair).
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator
from Alabama?

Mr. SMITH. The Senator has so much time in which to
speak, and repeat and rerepeat what he has already repeated,
and is still repeating that I think perhaps—well, I will yield.
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Mr. HEFLIN. I should think the Senator would yield,
when he states that we would have to release the man who
entered into a solemn contract to make fertilizer. We would
not do anything of the sort. We would hold him to the lease
or cancel the lease.

Mr. SMITH. Does the Senator think we ought to hold him
to the lease if——

Mr. HEFLIN. Hold him to the lease or let him get out
of the way and give place to somebody who can make fer-
tilizer,

Mr. SIMMONS. What would be the unse of holding him
to the lease if he was making the fertilizer at such a price
that nobody could pay it?

Mr. HEFLIN. The testimony before the committee is to
the effect that they could make it at half the price the farmers
are paying to-day.

Mr. SMITII. I do mnot think that has been demonstrated
yet. I have been zealous for the carrying out of this project,
so zealous that I have prided myself upon the fact that the
original act was a piece of constructive legislation, believing
that as long as water flowed and as long as the transformation
of energy was a fact it would be an eternal blessing to those
who must till the soil.

We have not yet arrived at perfection in the process by
which nitrogen is fixed from the air; that is, in an available
form cheaper than they may get it now from the sources from
which it comes. But, as I showed the other day, and I had
the samples here on display, our research laboratory has
already in an experimental way—understand, I am not saying
in a commercial way, but in an experimental way—produced a
form that is three or four times more concentrated than
Chilean nifrates. - They have combined not sodium with nifro-
gen, but they have combined phosphoric acid with nitrogen,
they have combined potash with nitrogen in a concentrated
form to the extent that a ton of 2,000 pounds eontains 1,850
pounds of these three necessary plant foods as contradistin-
guished from and as compared with the ordinary present com-
mercial fertilizer, which in a 2,000-ton has 1,700 pounds of dirt
and only 300 pounds of plant food. The saving in freight
alone to the farmer on 8,000,000 tons of fertilizer is estimated
to be $16,000,00 on the dirt alone.

Under the present process of manufacturing fertilizer the
fertilizer manufacturer takes the raw material as he finds it.
Let us take, for illustration, nitrate of soda. There are 15
pounds of nitrogen in every 100 pounds of nitrate of soda.
That means there are 85 pounds in elements that nobody wants,
and that the field would be better off without—the sodium that
contains the nitrogen. Let us take potash, or kainite, which
the Senator from North Carolina has pointed out is the common
form of German potash that we nse. It has only 12 pounds in
100 pounds of the container, the most of which is chlorine.
They take the kainite and grind it and they take the soda as it
comes from Chile and grind it, and mix in such proportion as
to make an 8-3-3 product, but there are only 300 pounds of
actual plant food in a ton of 2,000 pounds. We are paying
freight on 1,700 pounds of material that we do not want and
would rather not have, hauling it from the depot to the farm
and distributing it on the farm, to say nothing of the cost of
the shipment of the raw material from Germany and Chile to
this country.

I dare say that the freight alone on the raw material to the
mixing plant and from the mixing plant to the farm would, it
is conservative to say, entail a loss of between £25,000,000 and
$30,000,000 annually. It is profitable to the fertilizer people
to do this. They are getting just as great a percentage of profit
on the money invested as they would get out of the concen-
trate, but the railroads, on the other hand, get just as much
for hauling the dirt as for hauling the plant food. Not only
is that true, but the cost of these materials Is beyond your
control and my control. Why? Because the Germans fix the
price of their potash shipside and the Chilean fixes the price
of nitrate shipside. Then all of the intermediaries who handle
it have got to add on their cost and profit, so that when it ar-
rives at the farm it arrives with the tax of the Chilean Gov-
ernment on it, it arrives with the German tax, and the trans-
oceanic freight plus the local freight, plus the grinding, plus
the charges of the wholesaler and retailer, and plus the charges
of the ordinary dealer around our little stations, When it ar-
rives in the farmer's hands it comes with that host of profits
added.

Now, what is your duty and what is my duty? Our bureaus
say they are developing a process by which 1,850 pounds of
actual plant food will be in every ton of fertilizer, so that when
we haul 2,000 pounds we will get practically 2,000 pounds of
plant food. We not only get that valuable product but we
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have no cost save the cost of the plant and the wages of our
men whom we put there. Is it not your duty and is it not my
duty and the duty of other Senators who recognize the helpless
condition in which agriculture now finds itself to find the best
method to fertilize the soil? Upon the fertilization of the soil,
as Senators know, depends not only the present but the im-
mediate and distant future of this country. God is not making
any more land, but He is making more population. The bigger
the population the greater the demand upon the land. The
greater the demand upon the land the greater the demand for
fertilization, and we as constructive statesmen must find the
means by which we can adequately enrich the soil.

To whom are we going to leave the solution of the problem?
To whom did we leave the eradication of the foot-and-mouth
disease? To whom did we leave the eradication of the cattle
tick that cost the country hundreds of millions of dollars? To
whom do we leave the activities in looking to the benefit of
the farmer generally? We have left everything to the Agri-
cultural Department with one exception. We have arrived at a
point where we now can turn over to the farmer a process that
will relieve him not only of the apprehension of his land being
depleted but also with a guaranty now almost ready to be
made that he shall find an adequate supply at cost. But when
we get there we stop. Why? In my opinion it is because there
never has been established in this country a corporation to
manufacture the dip for the eradication of the tick.

We did not have in this country some one who could pro-
vide the means by which the boll weevil, upon which we spent
about $13,000,000, might be checked or destroyed. But when
we come to the question of fertilizer, we are face to face with
an organized and enfrenched manufacturing process, and,
therefore, we must not touch the proposition. That is the
holy of holies. We saw it demonstrated here the other day
when we had the tax measure before us, in which was a
provision for not taxing the reserve funds of mutual cyclone
insurance companies, mutual storm insurance companies, mu-
tual hail insurance companies, but when we came- o mutual
fire insurance companies the provision did not apply. I sus-
pected then and suspect now that, consciously or unconscionsly,
because of the establishment of old-line fire insurance com-
panies, it was felt that we were interfering with them and that
we should not do such a thing. :

Now, I want to take up another phase of the subject.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I desire to submit a parlia-
mentary inquiry, if the Senator from South Carolina will
permit me.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir-
ginia will state his inquiry.

Mr. NEELY. Who has the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina.

Mr. NEELY. There remain but two hours for general de-
bate. In order to give others an opportunity to speak, I eall
for the regular order. If the junior Senator from South
Carolina has yielded to his colleagne——

Mr. SMITH. He has yielded to me.

Mr. NEELY. Then the senior Senator from South Carolina
has the floor in his own right.

Mr. SMITH. Yes; and if the Senator will pay strict atten-
tion, he will find that I am enlightening him along lines in
which he ought to be interested, and I know that he is in-
terested.

Mr. NEELY. I am very much obliged to the Senpator for
that statement, and I am always glad to hear the Senator, but
unfortunately he is not answerable to my constituents. I
prefer to state my position on the matter for myself, although
I know that the senior Senator from South Carolina believes
that he can do it infinitely better than I can.

Mr. SMITH. I want to state to the Senator that I am
cognizant of the fact that the time is limited. I have not used
very much time.

I call attention now to another phase of the subject that has
not been dwelt upon at all. It was touched upon very briefly
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] a few
moments ago. It has been testified by experts that we can pro-
duce nitrogen under the synthetic process by use of the steam
as cheap as or cheaper than we can produce it by the use of
water. That is an argument in our favor for this reason. If
we have 100,000 horsepower developed at Musecle Shoals, the
more we reduce the power necessary to produce a unit of fer-
tilizer, the more we can produce. If we get it down where the
minimum of water power is needed to produce a certain unit of
nitrogen, just in that proportion will Muscle Shoals give the
promise of creating sufficient power to fix from the atmosphere
a sufficient amount of nitrogen to supply the needs of the entire




fertilizer requirements of America. I believe as firmly as I
am standing here that according to the table submitted by the
Burean of Soils and the experimentations now going on at our
research laboratory, we can produce enough pure nitrogen,
precipitated in conjunction with other chemieals in the form of
the three ingredients that I have named, to make enough ton-
nage to supply the entire fertilizer needs of America.

Several Senators have spoken about 40,000 tons of pure nitro-
gen. That, translated into terms of 8-3-3, would mean some-
thing like 250,000 or 300,000 tons of mixed nitrogen in the form
of commercial fertilizer with the filler. But with the perfee-
tion of the experiments they have already made, if upon a test
at Muscle Shoals they should find it to be possible of manufac-
ture in commercial quantities, there can be produced enough
fertilizer at Muscle Shoals to supply the fertilizer demands of
America. The source of nitrogen is unlimited. The source of
phosphorie acid is unlimited, and so is the source of our potash,
if experimentation turns out to be a commercial proposition
and practical. The green shales of Georgia and the green sands
of Jersey, where they are found, are sufficient to mix with the
nitrogen we make to supply the whole fertilizer demands of the
country. The question is, Why shall we not hold on to the
property and utilize all the power, if necessary, in developlng
the project?

Mr. SIMMONS., Mr. President, T read a statement recently
that when the World War closed Germany was importing about
a million tons of nitrate of soda per annum.

Mr. SMITH. That was when the World War began.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from South Carolina is right
about that; it was when the war began that Germany was im-
porting annually about 1,000,000 tons of nitrate soda.

I have read a further statement that to-day Germany is not
importing more than 24,000 tons per annum.

Mr. SMITH. Germany, I think, now has two plants, which
are producing more than sufficient for her needs. She is now
exporting nitrates and is outstripping the world in her pro-
duction per acre by the application of fertilizers,

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from South Carolina has
studied this question very thoroughly, probably more thor-
oughly than has any man in the Senate, certainly more
thoroughly than have I. I have read the additional statement
that the very foundation and basis of Germany's great agri-
cultural development before the World War was the cheap
fertilizer that she supplied through Government agencies.

Mr. SMITH. And which she is still supplying.

Mr. SIMMONS. And which she is still supplying, I under-
stand, until this day through the Government agencies to the
farmers of that country, and further that the productivity of
her soil had been enormously increased by the use of cheap
fertilizers, the basis being nitrogen made from air, as I under-
stand.

In this country, where our agricultural lands are better
than Germany's and where, of course, we have a vast domain,
why Is it that private industry—unless the reason be that it
is restrained by combinations and trusts—has not up to this
time undertaken to supply to the extent that Germany has this
need of the farmer?

Mr. SMITH. I think the answer to that is very plain, Mr.
President. Fertllizer manufacturers are making sufficient
profit and supplying the trade by the present processes,

Mr. SIMMONS. If that be so, why should we now trust to
private enterprise to do a thing that it ought to have done
long ago, but has not done? Why should not the Government
proceed with this matter, especially in view of the fact that
the Government owns this plant and has spent millions of
dollars in its development for a specific purpose? Why should
we give up that property until we shall have determined
whether in this country, as in Germany, we can get all the
nitrogen that we need from the air?

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President——

Mr, SIMMONS. Just a moment further.

I wish to say a word further to the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. SymurH], A little while ago he spoke about the
enormous demand in this country to-day for fertilizer and its
great benefit in increasing the productivity of the soil. Does
not the Senator believe that the present demand for fertilizer
in the United States is only a bagatelle in comparison with
what it is going to be in the future?

Mr. SMITH. The present demand for fertilizer is a mere
bagatelle in comparison with what it will be in the future if it
should be cheaper.

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me develop my point. Take my own
State of North Carolina. In a few years we have advanced in
agricultural production from about the twentieth or twenty-
fifth in rank among the States of the Union to about the fourth
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in the value of agricultural commodities which we produce,
We in North Carolina are the greatest users of fertilizer of
any State in the Union, The soil of a large part of our terri-
tory was naturally sterile and unproductive, but we have made
that soil rich and fertile by the use of fertilizers, We use a
million tons of fertilizers each year, and that is the secret of
our enormous output of agricultural products in the State of
North Carolina as compared with the other States.

As the agricultural sections of the country become convinced
that by the liberal use of fertilizers—and we use fertilizers
very liberally in North Carolina, putting sometimes an entire
ton of it on 1 acre of ground—they can enormously increase
their output and their profits. May we not look for a condi-
tion in the country at large similar to that which I have de-
seribed in North Carolina? May we not look for the great
West, where the people are wearing out their lands cultivating
wheat continuously year after year without fertilizer, reducing
the original average from 25 to 30 and possibly as high as 50
bushels of wheat to the acre down to 12—may they not when
they realize the great benefit to America by the use of ferti-
lizer reconstruect their methods and resort to fertilizers as we
have done in North Carolina and as the people are beginning
to do in every State in the South to a greater extent every
year? If that shall happen, as I predict it will happen in the
course of the near future, the demands of the United States
for fertilizers will then be tenfold greater than they are to-day.

I am merely giving my crude and offhand impressions about
this matter; I have not studied it extensively, and I am mak-
ing this statement for the purpose of elicting from the Senator
from South Carolina—whom I recognize as the greatest au-
thority, probably, in the United States or in Congress upon
this subject—his views with respect to the subject. If it be
true that we are entering upon an era where fertilizer is to
become the chief reliance of the farmer in multiplying his
production, so that his production may become more profitable
and more helpful to the country and may increase our wealth
and our exportable surplus, why is it not wise for us now to
do that thing which we have neglected to do in the past and lose
no opportunity, no possibility of providing for the farmer a
cheap fertilizer?

Mr. SMITH. I should like to call the attgntion of the
Senator from North Carolina, as illustrating what he is trying
to impress upon the Senate, to the fact that in my State he
will recall that by the intensive use of fertilizer the famous
Jerry Moore produced two hundred and thirty-odd bushels of
corn on 1 acre. Of course if was not profitable to produce that
amount of corn with the price which he had to pay for the fer-
tilizer used on that acre; but suppose he had not been required
to pay as much as he did for the fertilizer, under the law of
increasing and diminishing returns, he might have produced
that two hundred and thirty-odd bushels of corn at a profit.

If the country had needed corn and the question of the cost
of fertilizer had not entered into it, as in the case of the de-
fense of the country during the time of war, what could our
section produce? And, mark you, Mr. President, that 230
bushels of corn was produced on what is known as the “ black-
jack " land of the Piedmont section.

Mr. SIMMONS. Which is very poor land, I understand:

Mr. SMITH. It is very poor land, being a thin sandy loam.
Mr. Drake, of Marlboro County, under the measurement and
supervision of Government officials, both of the State and the
National Government, years before, on a better improved piece
of land, made 250 bushels, such as is ordinarily made any-
where on from 10 to 20 acres. It Is a good average yield of
corn throughout our section to have 15 bushels to the acre.
That will enable Senators to understand what fertilizer means
to the soil. There are Members of the Senate from the South-
ern States who know that as much as 4 bales of cotton have
been made on 1 acre, with an execessive amount of fertilizer.
When I use the word “ excessive” I mean excessive as to cost,
becanse ‘as the yleld is increased the amount of fertilizer
necesgary to increase that yield is multiplied after a certain
point is reached. The soil responds more liberally to the first
few hundred pounds than it does to the subsequent ones; but
it still responds up to a certain maximum, which was ex-
pressed in 250 bushels of corn to the acre and 4 bales of
cotton to the acre. That tells the economy of the situation.
Not only is more obtained per acre by the use of fertilizer, but
it costs just as much to cultivate an acre of corn that yields 15
bushels as it does to cultivate an acre producing 230 bushels.
It costs just as much to cultivate an acre of cotton that will
produce 4 bales as one that will produce a half a bale. So
I state here to-day that the paramount question in the future
of this country is the adeguate fertilization of our soil, and
the only hope that we have of solving that problem along eco-
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nomic lines is for the Government to carry on without any
other incentive than to solve the problem and determine what
we may do in the terms of things that we have.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, will the Senator from South
Carolina yleld to me to present a request for unanimous con-
sent?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OvErMAN in the chair).
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator
from West Vir, 7

Mr, SMITH. Yes.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
between now and 3.30 o'clock p. m., the time at which we are
to vote on this measure under an existing order, no Senator
shall speak more than once and no Senator shall speak for
more than 15 minutes. I make that request in behalf of a
number of Senators who have not had an opportunity to dis-
cuss the pending question.

Mr. HEFLIN. I agree to that, Mr. President.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I myself have
no objection to the request, but when a similar request was
made the other day objection was made. There is now a very
smull attendance of Senators here, and I do not believe that
such an agreement ought to be entered into under the cir-
cumstances,

Mr. NEELY. It is obvious, Mr. President, that there are a
sufficient number here to consume all the time between now and
3.30 o'clock and probably all the time for the next week at the
rate at which we are going. So I insist we have a right to
have those who are now in the Chamber, especially interested
in this question and listening to the debate, determine how the
remaining two hours shall be consumed.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I suggest the
absence of a gquorum.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon
me, I hoje he will withhold his request for a moment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I withhold the request for a
moment.

Mr. SMITH. Mr, President, I have the floor, and I want to
make a statement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum has
been suggested. E

Mr. JONES of Washington. I withdraw the suggestion.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have no desire whatever to
cut off debate, and I am not going to retain the floor any
longer. This matter is of such intense interest to me and, I
am sure, to the agricultural interests of this country, that I
had hoped the United States Senate would have taken a more
personal interest in it than they have done. I think it is a
mere gesture that we are going through with now; there is
no sincerity in it, because we can not afford and should not
allow any private interest to have this great project, regardless
of what is the fate of the resolution now pending and regard-
less of what bids shall be offered. It is our duty to take this
matter seriously and to hold on to Muscle Shoals until we
have developed the possibilities of relief along the lines of the
present statufe, and at the proper time I propose to offer my
substitute for the entire resolution.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, may I ask the
Senator from West Virginia to withhold his request for a little
while until I can send for the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Norris] and he can be in the Chamber. He objected to a simi-
lar request the other day.

Mr. NEELY. If I can get recognition for a few minutes I
will withdraw my request entirely.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if the Senator from West
Virginia withdraws the request I shall renew it. I hope that
some limitation shall be made upon the speeches between now
and 3.30 o’clock,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the request will be renewed a
little later, but I suggest that the Senator from West Virginia
be permitted to proceed ‘now. He will not speak over 15 min-
ntes, I understand.

Mr. NEELY. I will not consume anything like 15 minutes.
I think I have consumed something like four minutes since the
question has been before the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
is recognized.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, more than 100 years ago Presi-
dent Monroe and his Secretary of War, John C. Calhoun, laid
Muscle Shoals, like an unwanted child, on the doorstep of the
Congress. Ever since the day of its entry into this body it has
been a most perplexing, persistent, and pestiferous guest. Dur-
ing the past century Muscle Shoals has consumed the time of
legislators, marred their parlinmentary programs, deluded
those who have desired the distribution of its power, and bit-
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terly disappointed every farmer who has ever hoped to enrich
his impoverished soil with the fertilizers which could be so
cheaply made by a proper utilization of its potentialities.

This project has cost the taxpayers of the Nation, including
principal and interest, at least a quarter of a billion dollars,

Muscle Shoals has proved to be more vexatious and expensive
to the American people than the plagues of the frogs and the
flies and the locusts and the lice were distasteful and disas-
trous te the ancient Egyptians who endeavored to perpetuate
the bondage of the children of Israel.

In current slang Muscle Shoals has become as irritating and
intolerable as a * northeast blister on a southwest sore.”

Between 1828 and 1838 the Government made a donation of
400,000 acres of public land, with the proceeds of which the
State of Alabama constructed the first canal and locks at
Muscle Shoals.

In 1899 the second great improvement was completed at an
additional cost to the Government of $3,191,726.50.

In the latter part of the year 1917 the Chief of Engineers
of the Army directed the expenditure of $500,000 for the begin-
ning of the construction of lock and dam No. 2.

In February of the following year President Wilson author-
ized a further expenditure of $12,630,000 for the completion
of this dam.

In addition to the foregoing the Government has constructed
two nitrate plants at the shoals and purchased the near-by
Waco quarry for use in the manufacture of fertilizers,

Nitrate plant No. 1, which was authorized in September,
1917, is equipped for the manufacture of gas, ammonia, am-
monia oxidation, acid concentration, ammonium nitrate, and
power. It cost the Government §12,887,041,

Nitrate plant No. 2 has a capacity of 110,000 tons of grained
ammonium nitrate a year. Its various subdivisions are
equipped to manufacture calcium carbide, cyanamide, liquid
air, ammonia gas, nitric acid, ammonium nitrate, and power,
This plant, together with the Waco Quarry, cost the Govern-
ment $67,550,355.

All told the Government has already invested 400,000 acres
of land and more than $122000,000 in cash in Muscle Shoals,
So far this investment has been almost entirely unproductive.
It is high time that the people derive some benefit from their
vast expenditures for the development of this enterprise.

Ever since I came to the Senate I have advocated Govern-
ment operation of this great natural resource. At this late
hour I shall not attempt to refute the charges that govern-
mental operation in this instance would be a socialistic step
toward the nationalization of all industries. Suffice it to say
that for reasons apparent to every thoughtful person govern-
mental operation of Muscle Shoals is not even remotely related
to governmental operation of coal mines or steel mills or other
ordinary industries.

From an economic and strategic point of view, Muscle Shoals
is similar to the Panama Canal. Every consideration that has
impelled the Government to operate the Panama Canal should
impel it to operate Muscle Shoals. Each was purchased with
the people’s money. Each is necessary to the Nation’s pros-
perity in time of peace; each is indispensable to its security in
time of war.

While Muscle Shoals should always be immediately available
for the production of munitions in time of war, it should in
peace be utilized first of all in the manufacture of fertilizers
for the benefit of the farmers, whose present financial condi-
tion is more deplorable than that of any other class in the
country. While the press has boasted of the phenomenal pros-
perity of the captains of industry and the extraordinary in-
crease of wealth of those who deal in stocks and bonds, under
the present and preceding administration the farmers of the
nation have, nevertheless, during the same time grown poorer
and poorer and apparently lost the greater part of that which
other classes have won.

For example, on the 1st day of Janmary, 1921—a little
more than two months before Mr. Harding's administration
began—the value of farm property of the Nation was $79,000,-
000,000. On January 1, 1926, the value of the Nation’s farm
property was only $59,000,000,000, This deplorable shrinkage
in value meant a dead loss to the farmers of $20,000,000,000
in the short space of five years. The farmers have received
no more benefits from the present and preceding administra-
tion than Lazarus received at the rich man's gate.

Let me invite the Senators on the other side of the aisle
to atone for their derelictions of the past by helping to-day
to provide for immediate governmental operation of Muscle
Shoals to capacity in the manufacture of fertilizers to be
furnished to the farmers at the lowest possible cost to the
end that they may reclaim their exhausted soil and extricate
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themselves from the finanecial slough of despond in which they
have suffered ever since the end of the Wilson administration.

But, Mr. President, I confess that my past experience with
the lawmakers of the Nation renders it impossible for me to
cherish any optimistic anticipations as to the result that will
be recorded when we vote on the pending concurrent resolu-
tion and the proposed amendments thereto at half past 3
o'clock.

No one ean be oblivious to the fact that wealth and privi-
lege are more nearly supreme in the United States to-day than
they have ever been before. The country is in the grasp of a
materialism as crass as any that Nietzsche ever taught or of
which the Kaiser ever dreamed. In the circumstances, the
Cengress will perhaps succumb to the general clamor for the
exploitation of Muscle Shoals by some private concern, instead
of authorizing its operation by the Government in the interest
of all the people.

But, if after a hundred years of expensive debate and de-
liberation the Senate can not be persuaded to provide for Gov-
ernment operation of this enterprise by virtue of a substi-
tute resolution that will be offered by the able senior Senator
and successful farmer from South Carolina [Mr. SmitH] we
shall be forced to the conclusion that it would be useless fur-
ther to continue the struggle to prevent monopolistic hands
from operating Muscle Shoals.

I have offered three amendments to the resolution, each
of which is designed to safeguard the interest of the publie.
The third of my amendments is, in my opinion, of the most
vital importance. It provides that in any lease that may be
executed by virtue of the adoption of the resolution before
the Senate, there shall be reserved to the Government the
right, after a year's notice in writing, to take over Muscle
Shoals and all of its improvements upon the Government's
paying to the lessee the actual cost of such improvements and
6 per cent interest thereon.

If this amendment prevails, and the resolution as thus
amended is adopted, it will never be necessary for the Govern-
ernment to suffer more than a year as a result of any unfor-
tunate contract it may make for the operation of the Shoals,

But regardless of the adoption or rejection of any or all of
the various amendments and substitutes that have been or
may be proposed, I purpose to vote for the best immediately
available solution of this century-old problem in order to end
its obstruction of other necessary legislation. If we should
adopt the resolution without amendment, and thereby demon-
strate anew the truth of Mr. Burke's pessimistic dogma that
“the deliberations of calamity are rarely wise,” I shall en-
deavor to find comfort in the fact that practically all of my
constituents who have favored me with an expression of their
opinion on the subject we are considering have urged me to
vote for the pending measure.

If the Senate places its stamp of approval on the resolution,
and Muscle Shoals thereby becomes the valuable possession of
some private concern, the elogunent and able junior Senator
from Alabama will be entitled to all the credlt for the accom-
plishment. Throughout his long, vigorous, and most effective
advoeacy of the private operation of the Shoals it might have
been very appropriately saild of him, as it was once said of
another famous orator:

His mighty words like Jove's own thunders roll ;
Greece hears and trembles in her inmost soul

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDHENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. NEELY. I do.

Mr. COPELAND. I hope the Senator wlill press his amend-
ment providing that the lease be reported back. I assume, from
what the Senator says, that he will do that at the proper time.

Mr. NEELY. Of course, I shall urge the adoption of all the
amendments I have proposed, including the one to which the
Senator from New York has referred.

Mr. FESS obtained the floor.

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. Presldent——

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Washington,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was just going to announce,
when I saw the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] coming
in, that he had no objection to limiting debate, if it is desired
to submit that request again.

Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. President, I submit it, unless the
Senator from Ohio objects.

Mr. FESS, No. I desire to take the floor for about 10
minutes.

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent that debate here-
after until half past 3, shall be limited to 15 minutes; that no
Senator shall speak more than once or more than 15 minutes.

Mr. FESS. I have no objection.
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Mr. BLEASHE. Mr. President, does that mean on the entire
proposition? Suppose a Senator wanted to speak on the
proposition itself, and then wanted to speak on one of the
amendments?

Mr. HEFLIN. He must make his entire remarks in the 15
minutes.

Mr. BLEASE. Then I object. I object to these time limits,
any way. I want to say now, while I am on my feet, that I
never expect, in any matter in which I am interested, ever again
to consent to any unanimous-consent agreement to vote at a
specific hour unless it is agreed beforehand that each side of
the proposition shall have one-half of the time, and that the
Chair or somebody interested on each side shall divide that
half. We tried this thing here once before, and we got into
confusion. One Senator took the floor and kept it, and we are
in pretty good shape to be in the same fix right now.

In matters in which I am not interested I do not propose to
make any objection; but in the future I do not propose to
agree to any request for unanimous-consent to vote at a specific
hour unless there is some agreement as to division of time.
I object to this proposition now for the same reason.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, President, right in that connection, if
the Senator from Ohlo will permit me, I desire to state that
16 hours have been consumed by the opponents of this concur-
rent resolution, and about three and one-half hours by those
who favor it. We who favor it are making the proposition
now fto limit debate, and I suggest to my friend from South
Carolina that we have not had even half or anything like half
the time.

Mr. BLEASE. It is already limited to 3.80, as I understand.
a.et the Senator take the floor and keep it. I have no objec-

on,

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not want to do that. It would not be
fair to other Senators.

Mr. BLEASE. I am not going to agree to cut off Senators
who are not here, I understand that it is their duty to be
here, but a lot of them are not here,

Mr. HEFLIN. I have no desire to cut off those who would
like to speak. I desire to be heard in the latter part of the
debate for 15 minutes; that is all.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate more
than 10 minutes. I simply want to make a statement of the
situation as it appears to me.

The first time the Musecle Sheals proposition was given
prominence in the Congress was back in 1880. In looking
over the REcorp, I find that at that time an appropriation
for the development of Muscle Shoals was proposed and put
in a bill, but it went out on a point of order. Almost ever
since that time there has been more or less interest in the
possibilities of the development of that great project.

I have never been in favor of it. In fact, I was convinced
that it probably would be an undertaking which would result
in the loss of a great amount of money, and in all likelihood
would not prove itself of value. But when the war opened
and we established the nitrate plant and found ourselves in-
volved, first, to the amount of $20,000,000, and then in due
time to the amount of $60,000,000, we faced a situation which,
in the words of a great Democratic statesman of other days,
was not a theory any longer but was a condition. As a Gov-
ernment we have a very large amount of money invested in
that great project, to say nothing about the purpose of it.
That being so, the only alternative, it seems to me, is now
either to use it or junk it, and I doubt whether anyone would
think it would be wise to junk a proposition in which we
have spent so much money. I have heard persons say they
were willing to junk it rather than to undertake the running
of it by the Government; but I doubt whether that is a
gincere statement.

The truth about the matter is that we have the money in-
vested, and I think the alternative of.junking it is out of the
question. Therefore we must go on with it. It is elther go
on with it and complete it as a Government proposition, and
then operate it as a Government proposition, or sell it if we
can find a buyer, or lease it, retaining the title in the Gov-
ernment, but having it operated under the form of a lease,
with conditions specified. It was thought we could sell it,
and an offer was made by a distinguished business man.
When that offer was made, I thought it was rather an un-
conscionable offer—there was so small an amount of con-
sideratlon money offered, with such a tremendous value to be
conveyed, and I confess that I reacted unfavorably to the
sale of it to Henry Ford. Yet the further I went into it, the
more I was convinced that even the Henry Ford proposition
would be preferable to the Government operating the plant
under its own management. But the Ford proposal was with-
drawn, and that is out of the question now.
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Then, In the last Congress, a proposal was made by the
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr, Usperwoon], which seemed
to be an entirely feasible one, that the authority be given
to lease the project, and if we failed to get a lease, then, of
course the Government would have to operate it. All sorts of
objections were made to that proposal. I supported it, be-
lieving that that was the most feasible proposal which had
been made up to that time. But we failed in that, and dur-
ing the discussion the objection to having definite action at
that time on the Underwood proposal was met by the sug-
gestion that we appoint a commission to further study the
situation, discover the best plan of disposition, and have it
reported back to the Congress. There was some objection to
that. During the discussion I noted that while certain Sen-
ators felt that it was an executive proposition, others felt that
it was giving too much power to the President, and there was
considerable opposition from that angle.

Now, we have a new proposal, different from anything we
have had heretofore. Instead of baving a joint resolution or
a Dbill, which would have to be signed by the President,
we have before us a concurrent resolution, which does not
require the President’s signature, and that is to insure that
there will be a report back to the Congress, and the chargze
that the President is all ready with a bidder in mind, with
his mind made up, would fall. Yet I have been somewhat
astonished to hear certain utterances on the floor of the
Senate to the effect that we are now trying to get away from
the President his proper responsibility to take the initiative.
The truth about the matter is that there is an effort to make
the best possible disposition of this tremendously important
project, in which we have so much money already expended,
to make the best possible proposal to get a definite policy
upon it, and it seems to me that this is the most feasible
proposal that has yet been made, even more feasible than
the one we failed to adopt at the last session.

Mr, COPELAND. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FESS. In just a moment. I am inclined to believe,
after studying it up one side and down the other, that the
thing to do is to pass this resolution without any amend-
ment whatever and give it effect as a concurrent resolution.
Then the committee will come back to the Congress with
whatever proposal they have, and, as a responsible officer
said to me the other day, we will have the whole thing to go
over again. This does not dispose of it, but this does offer
a way for a specific proposition to be adopted or rejected, and
if we fail in leasing the plant—and I hope we will not, under
proper. conditions, of course—then let the Government go on
and operate it as a Government project. That would be,
from my standpoint, the last resort. I do not want to have
the Government do that, but I would rather have the Gov-
ernment do that than to junk the plant.

For these reasons, I hope the resolution will be passed just
as it has been introduced.

I now yield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator
from Ohio is a striet constructionist, if I recall correctly.
What has he to say to the clause in the original act, when
this was provided for in 1916, where it was provided that—

the plant or plants provided for under this aect shall be construeted
and operated solely by the Government, and not in conjunetion with
any other Industry or enterprise carried on by private eapital

My question is, In view of the fact that that language was
used in the original act and is really a part of our contract with
the people of the United States, does not the Semator think
that we are under obligations to operate this plant as a Gov-
ernment plant?

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President. will the Senator from
Ohio yield while I submit a request for unanimous consent?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr, HARRISON. I submit the request that, after the Sena-
tor from Ohio shall have concluded, no Senator may speak
longer than 15 minutes or more than once up to 8.30 o'clock
to-l:jay. which, I understand, is the hour when the vote is to be
taken.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. FESS. In reply to the Senator from New York——

Mr. COPELAND. Just one moment. I have not quite fin-
ished my question.

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. Are we not under obligation to the people
of the country, in view of this clause in the original act, to
operate the plant under Government auspices, certainly until
the Government has demonstrated what should be the ultimate
disposition of the property?
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Mr. FESS. Replying to the Senator, I would remind him
that when the first appropriation was made it was on the basis
of national defense. It was to build a plant to produce a cer-
tain product, and that was to be primarily for defense, at a
time when the war was raging in Europe, and we were quite
certain that we could not stay out of it. That {s the reason
why Congress yielded to a thing which up to that time, year
after year, it had declined to enter upon, and, as I stated
before, that opened the door. One appropriation after another
was made until we had gone from the $20,000,000 to away be-
yond $100,000,000. So we announced what the purpose was
in the national defense act, to wipe out much of the prejudice
which had up to that time opposed the Government doing this
sort of thing. It was to remove any sort of suspicion that the
Government was doing anything more than to take care of
national defense.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. FESS. 1 yield.

Mr. NORRIS. That provislon was put in the original act.

Mr. FESS. Yes; so I understand.

Mr. NORRIS. That provision was in the act before we ap-
propriated any money, It has been the standing law for the
appropriation of every dollar we have ever spent since. Hav-
ing acted on that principle all these years, and taken $150,000,-
000 of the people’s money on that expressly stated condition,
does not the Senator think that now, when we have the proj-
ect completed and the people’s money spent, it is at least quasi
bad faith to give the plant away to somebody?

Mr. FESS. Of course, the Senator from Nebraska knows it
is not. Whatever we might have done in one Congress, a suc-
ceeding Congress could amend the poliey or amend the law.

Mr. NORRIS. Would it not have been good faith on our part,
if we were going to amend it, to have amended it immediately
when we made these appropriations?

Mr. FESS. Very likely we could not have amended it at
that time, because of the strength that was back of the Gov-
ernment operation and the ownership policy, as is the case now.
That is the difficulty right at this moment. I do not care what
Senators’ phraseology may be, this is a contest between Govern-
ment-operation people, with whatever coloring might be used to
camouflage their position, and the people who believe in private
enterprise, and if at one time we decided, as the only thing we
conld do, that it was Government operation, we certainly can.
change it to a different policy later on. Or if it at one time
was a lease, we can change that in a subsequent Congress to
the Government-operation plan. Certainly a prior Congress
can not bind this Congress to anything, and these Senators
know that. That is the most fundamental thing that we have
in legislation.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator
that when the original act was passed it was assumed that the
fixation of nitrogen from the air would be an unqualified suc-
cess and that this power was required for that purpose. The
conditions have greatly changed.

Mr. FESS. That would be another conclusive reason why the
policy should be modified.

Now, in the interest of others who want to speak, I shall
conclude. I just wanted to make a bare statement of the situa-
tion as it appears to me. I shall not only vote for the concur-
rent resolution, but I am inclined to vote against any amend-
ment that is offered.

Mr., COPELAND. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Sen-
ate long, but I did want to ask the Senator from Ohio another
question or two. He says this is a contest between those who
believe in Government ownership and operation and those who
do not. I do not think that is guite fair. We have made a
tremendous investment in this property, $167,000,000.

We did it under the specific pledge to the people, as I see it,
in the clause which we find in the original act. I do not be-
lieve the people in the country would have been satisfied to
put this tremendons amount of money into the project even
under the conditions which prevailed then if it had been thought
that the property would be ultimately turned over to private
interests. If is my position that the Government has not yet
demonstrated what should be done with Muscle Shoeals, and
I am utterly unwilling myself to vote te turn this tremendous
project over to prlvate interests until that determination has
been made,

It is not, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Frss] suggested,
a contest between those who favor public ownership and
operation and those who believe in private ownership. It is
a matter of keeping faith with the American people in this
particular project. It has mno relation to the general ques-
tion of public versus private ownership. I do not believe that
we should hastily and inconsiderately take a step to-day which
would take away from the people of the country their great
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investment in this great power with its undeveloped possi-
bilities, because we do not know what its possibilities are. We
do not know what will be the ultimate use of Muscle Shoals.
It is safer for us, as I see it, to keep the property in our pos-
gession until that determination is made. Therefore, so far
as I am concerned, I am in opposition to the concurrent reso-
lution.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not know but that it
would be wiser to let the joint resolution which I am about
to introduce lie over until such time as some disposition shall
be made of the pending concurrent resolution. My first im-
pulse was to ask for a vote on the joint resolution, but I
feel that it really constitutes the agriculturalists’ bill for
Muscle Shoals that goes somewhat beyond the Power Trust, the
Fertilizer Trust, and I want this to stand as the bid of the
agricultural interests of the country. They have only omne
organization that is a national organization that is perma-
nent, and it is the Agricultural Department. In behalf of the
farmers of the country I want to have the joint resolution
stand in the nature of a bid. I shall decide before the vote
is taken on the pending concurrent resolution whether I shall
ask for a vote on the joint resolution at this time or whether
I shall wait until such time as the concurrent resolution is
disposed of. -

I now introduce the joint resolution and ask that it may be
read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read as requested.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 68) to provide for the main-
tenance and operation of the nitrate and power properties of
the United States at Muscle Shoals, Ala., and for other pur-
poses, was read the first time by its title and the second time
at length, as follows:

Whereas under section 124 of the act entitled “An act for msking
further and more effectual provision for the national defense, and for
other purposes,” approved June 3, 1016, it is provided that * The plant
or plants provided for under this act shall be constructed and operated
solely by the Government and not in conjunction with any other in-
dustry or enterprise carried on by private capita " and

Whereas the nltrate and power properties of the United States at
Muscle Shoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco, Ala.
(excepting nitrate plant No. 2), were acquired and constructed pur-
suant to the authorlzation contalned in section 124 of such act of
June 8, 1916; and

Whereas It is for the best interests of the people of the United
States that such properties (including nitrate plant No. 2) shall con-
tinue to be maintained and operated by the Government and dedicated
to the uses specified in section 124 of such act of June 3, 1016 : There-
fore be it

Resolved, eto., That all the functions vested in the President by
section 124 of the act entitled “An act for making further and more
effectual provislon for the national defense, and for other purposes,”
approved June 8, 1918 (including such of those functions as are now
being exercised by the Secretary of War and the Becretary of Agricul-
ture, respectively), and all functions with respect to the operation
and maintenance of nitrate plant No. 2, shall be exercised by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture for the benefit of the Government and people of
the United States by providing for the natlonal defense by insuring an
adequate supply of nitrates for use in time of war, and by promoting
agriculture through the development of cheaper commercial fertilizers.

Sec. 2. That in carrying out the provisions of this resolution the
Secretary of Agriculture is anthorized and directed to form, under the
laws of the District of Columbia, a corporation for the maintenance
and operation of the nitrate and power properties of the United States
at Muscle Shoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco, Ala,,
and for the development of such additional faeilities as the corporation
conslders necessary. The total eapital stock of the corporation shall
not exceed $20,000,000, The Secretary of Agriculture may, for aind on
behalf of the United States, subscribe to, purchase, and vote not less
than a majority of the capital stock of such corporation and perform
all other functlons with respect thereto nmecessary to protect the Inter-
ests of the United States and te carry out the purposes of this reso-
lution.

SEC. 8. (a) That any excess power developed In the operation of such
propertics may be disposed of under such terms and conditions as the
corporation may prescribe to any State or political subdivision
thereof, or to any individual, partnership, association, or corporation.

(b) The corporation shall give preference in tbe disposition of such
excess power to the power requirements of States, political subdi-
visions of States, and public-service companies.

8Ec. 4. That there ls hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$20,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the
provisions of this resolution,

Mr. SMITH. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on the
table.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on the table,

Mr. SMITH, Mr. President, I merely want to explain that
the general provision of the joint resolution is practically that
of the bill which is now pending before the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry. It is a dedication of the property to the
agricultural interests of the country directly and alone, not
through the intermediary of any private corporation, any power
company, any dual power and fertilizer company, but a direct
continuons sequence of what is contained in the original act
which is now upon the statute books. It is for the Government,
now that it has completed the property to the point where its
actual operation can be carrled on, to carry it on solely in the
interest of agriculture during times of peace and for the de-
fense of the country during times of war,

My idea as contained in the joint resolution is that the
corporation formed under authorization of law, if it shall sell
power, shall devote the proceeds from that power, without any
further expense to the taxpayers of the country, to the develop-
ment of the processes of fixing nitrogen and manufacturing
other ingredients. The units now are being rented at a thou-
sand dollars a day. We have eight of those units for the pri-
mary power and four or six—I do not just recall which—for the
se_condary power, which means that in all probability there
will be, during the experimental stage of the process, quite a
large amount of power that will be sold. The proceeds from
that sale naturally ought to be used in conjunction with the
erectlon' of a proper plant for experimentation and for the
production of this necessary ingredient. It seems to me that
is the happiest combination that could be conceived of, that we
have developed sufficient power down there to carry on not
only the experimentation but to pay its way, and subsequently
when we shall have developed and standardized the method of
producing fertilizer for the farmers the inceme will be sufficient
in perpetulty to produce it at a very low figure, As the art is
more perfected the output will be greater and the income will
necessarily be greater, and we will know beyond cavil whether
or not this very hopeful project shall be carried out in all of its
details for the benefit of agriculture.

We can not do that if we lease the property. No man leasing
the property will do the dead work necessary to perfect the
processes upon which all agriculture is dependent. If he shounld
do so, the processes will immediately be patented and all com-
petitors are shut off from those patented processes, and the
prices will be all that the trade will bear. We all know that
to be the fact. But if the Government discovers, as it appar-
ently has discovered, a cheap process, immediately every agri-
cultural citizen will be the beneficiary. All of the incentive of
the Government will be to perfect that for which the plant was
set apart and dedicated.

I can not understand the reagon for the clamor that we
should call for a bid. It would have been all right perhaps for
those who do not believe in Government operation even in any
department of our economiec life, it would have been all right
for them when this matter was before the Senate, had they
prevailed, to say before we spent a dollar at Muscle Shoals,
“Let us give our plans and specifications to a private corpora-
tlon and ask them to bid on constructing the dams and locks
necessary to produce this power, and let the lowest bidder
called carry on the project for specific purposes.” But we did
not do that. That plan was offered to the Senate at one time.
The distinguished senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UnpEg-
woon] offered that identical amendment to the bill that I had
the privilege of introducing, and it was voted down. He offered
different amendments looking toward private capital coming in
and developing a part of the project, but they were all voted
down. In order that there might be no misunderstanding as to
what it meant, the Congress put the provision in the law that
this should be done by the Government alone to the exclusion
of all private enterprise. Ten years have gone by.

We have added and added until at last the power is there
and the plant is there. It needs but the proper officering to
enable us immediately to go to the production of this in-
gredient. Now at the very birth of possibility it is proposed
to turn it over to a private corporation on the iniquitous plan
of cost-plus. There is no man in the Senate who has not been
the victim, if he be a taxpayer, of that miserable cost-plus
system.

Of course, the greater the cost the greater the volume of
the percentage. The percentage does not rise, but the aggre-
gate under that percentage rises. The man who buys it pays
it all. The mere idea of leaving the private corporation fo
audit its own books, to determine what was essential and what
was not essential, what was proper to be charged off as de-
pletion, obsolescence, and the thousand and one other things
that it may do, and, of course, will do, and then on fop of that
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to add 8 per cent, simply means saying to the farmers of the
country “ We do not propose to stand between you and those
wha would, perhaps indifferently, manufacture some of this
fertilizer but manufacture it for profit to them without regard
to what effect it may ultimately have upon the possibility of
supplying you.”

Mr. President, I shall offer that joint resolution as the
farmers’ measure as against the corporations and trusts and
combines that may offer one. :

One last word and then I do not propose to have anything
more to say until the vote is taken. We talk about Govern-
ment ownership. We own this plant now. We own the navi-
gable rights by inheritance and the Constitution. We went
out and bought the riparian rights and the adjoining property
for a distinet purpose. We condemned the land; we acguu-ed
it; we received gifts; and all this vast property contiguous
to this dam was bought by the American people for a distinct
purpose. We own it now. The only question is who shall
operate it and for what purpose shall it be operated.

Senators here who are claiming they are against Govern-
ment ownership voted to appropriate the money to purchase
Muscle Shoals. It was purchased for a specific purpose. This
resolution does not in any way, shape, or form change that
purpose. We have a door where we can open up to the Ameri-
can farmer great possibilities if we shall not do anything else.
In the name of justice and reason, let us carry on until we
shall know exactly what are the possibilities of producing fer-
tilizer at Muscle Shoals. If after a proper time shall have
passed, with our own Government officials working as assidu-
ously as they have worked in our research laboratory, they
shall say the prospect is hopeless, then we may come here and
discuss the question as to whether or not we shall lease the
plant for power purposes.

I, for one, do not believe that we should lease it for power
purposes until we shall have operated it sufficiently long to
know what would be a just return for the privilege to be con-
ferred. How many Senators on this floor know exactly what
would be a reasonable charge for this essential power that must
some time take the place of coal? No more coal is being made.
Power must take the place of gas, for no more gas is being
generated in the earth; it must take the place of oil, for no
more petrolenm is being produced by nature’s processes; the
source is being exhausted every day. The time will come—it is
rapidly approaching—when we shall have to depend upon hydro-
electric power to do the great mass of work in America. We
ought to know—it is our duty to know—just who are going to
control that power, for what purpose, and what is to be the
cost. We are at the parting of the ways. Organized society
is based upon entirely different conditions from those which
prevailed when the Constitution was written, and you and I,
Mr. President, have got to meet those changing conditions.
They are here now, and we have got to meet them. It is better
for us to meet them in their incipiency than to wait until en-
trenched power has placed itself in a position to dictate to the
American people life or death, as did the coal barons a few
weeks ago. We had better enact the proper legislation now than
later to perform a major operation to cut the arteries that
bind these frusts and combinations to these essential indus-
tries. There can be no happier time than now for us to demon-
strate to the American people what they have at Muscle Shoals
and what are the possibilities in the terms of Government de-
velopment and operation.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Shipstead

Ashurst Ferris MeLean

Bayard Fess McMaster Shortridge
Bingham Fletcher MeN Simmons
Blease Frazier Mayi?& Bmith
Borah George Means Smoot
Bratton Glass Metealf Stanfield
Brookhart Goft Neely Stephens
Broussard Gooding Norbeck SBwanson
Butler Greene Norris Trammell
Cameron Hale Nye Tyson
Capper Harreld Oddie adsworth
Caraway Harris Overman Walsh
Copeland Harrison Pepper ‘Warren
Couzens Heflin Phipps Watson
Commins Howell Pine Weller
Dale Johnsgon Pittman Wheeler
Deneen Jones, N. Mex. Robinson, Ark. Williams
il Jones, Wash. Robinson, Ind. Willis
Edge Kendrick Sackett

Edwards La Follette Schall

Ernst Lenroot Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Bighty-one Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.
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Mr. TYSON. Mr: President, I have a telegram from my
colleague, the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR],
which I should like to read into the Recorp. It is as follows:

MenrHIS, TENN., March 8, 1926,
Hon. L. D, Tysox,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.:
I am paired with Semator WiLLis on all Muscle Shoals votes. Sen-
1 favor all
amendments offered by those who seek in any way, however slight, to
protect the rights of the people and of the Government. He favors the
resolution as it is, and I am unalterably oppesed to it in any form
without in the slightest degree impugning the motives of any Benator
favoring it. I regard the resolution as the first step in a proposed
sacrifice of the Government's property and of the people’s interests,
equaling in enormity and in wickedness the sacrifices of the people's
rights and property in the unsavory oil leases. Please read this tele-
gram in the REcorp before the voting begins.
KENNETH MCKELLAR.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend-
meni-i offered by the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr., Cagra-
WAY].

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment may
be stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
ment.

The Cuigr CLERK. On page 1, line 10, after the word " lease,”
it is proposed to insert the words “ or leases,” so as to read:

The committee is authorized and directed to conduet negotiations
for a lease or leases of the nitrate and power properties—

And so forth,

Mr. CARAWAY. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and
nays.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I wish the Senate thoroughly
to understand what the issue here is. The Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Fess] has just stated it, but some of the Senators were
not then present. It is a question of Government operation:
it is a question of putting the Government into competition
with the private citizen. It is a question of turning this plant
over to some private citizen and letting him pay the Govern-
ment, for its use In making fertilizer for the farmer, more
money in 50 years than the whole project cost. If we dispose
of it in a lease and require fertilizer to be made, we will
haye accomplished two things of distinct benefit to our people—
the making of cheap fertilizer for the farmer and the making
::fj lthe Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals navigable for 25

es.

Now, I want to remind the Senators that if they shall load
this resolution down with amendments, they are deliberately
taking the risk of forcing a deadlock between the two. Houses
in conference. I do not want that situafion to arise. The
House has gone on record, I believe twice, in favor of the
McKenzie bill, which embodied the Ford offer. The House
passed the pending resolution, which is based on the Ford
offer, by a vote of 9 to 1. This particular plan for disposing
of Muscle Shoals has become a fixed policy with the House.
Mr. President, this resolution was introduced in the House by
one of the ablest of the Republican leaders, Mr. MabpEN, of Ili-
nois, who made a speech in favor of it that has not been
answered and, in my judgment, can not be answered. Mr.
Fin1s J. Garrerr, the able minority leader of the House, and
Mr. SNELL, & man of marked ability and chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules of the House, agreed in the detail npon this
resolution. The Senate in the last three years has voted for
and has adopted three different and distinetly opposite plans
for the disposition of Muscle Shoals. The House has consist-
ently stood by the plan known as the Ford bid in the McKenzie
bill. The President indorses this resolution as it passed the
House. The farmers of the comntry are for the resolution as it
now stands—unamended.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President— :

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senafor from Alabama
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am sorry; I can not yield; I have only 15
minutes in all. Those here who sincerely supported the Ford
offer which promised cheap fertilizer for the farmer are
anxious to have bids made in keeping with the Ford offer,
If the bids are not acceptable, thes ean be rejected by the
Congress. If the Senate or the House want to amend the bid,
if the bidder will consent to it, it can be done even when the
report comes back; but any amendment to the econcurrent
resolution may throw us hopelessly into deadlock, which might
result in defeating legislation upon this guestion at this session
of Congress.

The Clerk will read the amend-
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Mr. President, some Senators are trying te amend the resolu-
tion by providing for what they call an equitable distribution
of surplus power among several Southern States. In the first

place, who would determine what is an equitable distribution?

If these States were bidding for Muscle Shoals, seeking to lease
it and each one should pay its pro rata share, then it would
be right for the Government to say that each one should have
his fair share of the power; but if a private citizen is going
to bid and he is going to put his own money up and pay the
Government for the use of the power, he ought to have some-
thing to say about what he will do with that other power after
he complies with the Government's regquirement to produce at
least 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen a year, for it will be re-
membered that this whole project was started as a measure for
national defense—nitrates for the Government in time of war
and fertilizer for the farmer in time of peace,

Suppose we put on this amendment providing for what they
call equitable distribution of surplus power, and a fertilizer
manufacturer leases Muscle Shoals, We are going to require
him to put up transmission lines and sell electricity whether
he desires to do so or mot. The laws of the various States
will not permit parallel transmission lines anywhere, and the
lines are already established in that territory in my State.
They are using them now. The Alabama Power Co. has its
lines there.

This company would not be permitted to parallel those lines.
Then what situation would you have this man in who is going
to deliver the Nation and the farmers of the country from
dependence upon the Chilean nitrate trust? He would say:
“] ecan not distribute this power. I am not permitted to put
up transmission lines alongside of those already established.”
And he would say, “ You are going to compel me to sgell,
whether it is profitable or nof, any power that I may not use
in making fertilizer, and therefore you are going to make it
more difficult for me to make fertilizer as cheaply as I could
and would if not hampered with such restrictions,” Then
what would happen? Being unable to establish his own trans-
mission lines, and therefore unable to transmit and retail his
surplus power, he would be compelled to sell it in bulk at
whatever price some power company was willing to pay.

He might have to sell it so cheaply that it would make his
whole enterprise unprofitable, and, of course, that would re-
sult in tremendous injury to the farmers that so many Sena-
tors seem to have forgotten. )

That is not all, Mr. President. President Coolidge in his
messages has twice asked Congress to lease this plant or dis-
pose of it some way to some private individual. If we fail
at this sesslon of Congress, I' want Senators to be notified in
time as to what may happen if we fail to lease this property.
We may by our do-nothing policy cause the President to feel
that he should dispose of this Muscle Shoals property during
the recess. He has already given us two chances. He has
recommended twice in his messages that we lease it, and he
now indorses this resolution. He again asks Congress to go
ahead and lease it

Suppose we fail, and continue to differ and wrangle over
the details of the plan here proposed and Congress adjourns
with nothing done. Then the President may feel that he must
do something with it, and what will he do with it? I confess
that I do not know. He may lease it to somebody—but listen,
Senators—if he can not lease it, he may sell it. I am not sure
but that he has the power to sell it under section 124 of the
national defense act. We ought not to be responsible for such
a situation,

The Gorgas power plant in my State was sold, Somebody
wanted to buy it. Congress had failed to dispose of it. It
was tied up with and dragging along in the Ford offer. The
(Gorgas plant was a part of the Muscle Shoals project. It was
sold. Why? Because Congress had at least failed to do any-
thing with it.

Now, Senators, I want to appeal to you—especially you on
this side who have heretofore favored making cheap fertilizer
for the farmer. You have it in your power now to do that very
thing. ‘The opportunity is right before you. If this concurrent
resolution passes, and we succeed in doing what we think we
can do, it will save to the farmers of the State of North Caro-
lina $18,500,000 a year; it will save to Alabama $10,000,000,
and to the cotton-growing States nearly $200,000,000 a year,
and will save a great deal to the other sections. I want to
sound this note of warning before my time expires.

If this measure is amended, and it goes to conference, and
the House refuses to recede, and this measure dies, then what?
The President may say, “ You have had six years in which to
obtain a lease on this property. You have failed or declined to
do it. Now I feel that I must dispose of it as best I can.
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Mr, President, I make this last appeal, especially to the two
Senators on this side who so ably and persistently supported
the Ford offer. I mean the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caga-
way] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr., Suira],
They joined with me and others in making a minority report
in favor of the Ford offer, which above all things required the
making of cheap fertilizer for the farmer. Then cheap ferti-
lizer for the farmer was the paramount thing, the thing
uppermost in their minds, not the distribution of power:; and
that report which had their hearty approval and bears the
names of both of them, contains this statement:

As for distribution of power under the Ford proposal, we are con-
vinced that since the production of fertilizer is the purpose of the de-
velopment in time of peace, it is not a matter of fmportance whether
power is distributed from this plant or not.

Remember, Senators, this resolution is based on the Ford
proposal.

I put this proposition to the Senators: These Senators who
fight now to put power distribution in the concurrent resolu-
tion are doing so at the risk of losing this great opportunity to
provide cheap fertilizer to our farmers, for in going off after
the power side of this question they are depriving the farmer
of the only chance that he has ever had to get cheap fertilizer
to use on his farm. I am hoping that this resolution will not
be loaded down with amendments that mean its defeat. Let
the bids be made and reported. Then if Congress does mnot
want fo accept the bids, let Congress reject them all; but do not
let us permit the Power Trust and the Fertilizer Trust to pre-
vent action at this session of Congress.

The American farmer is entitled to hizs day in court, es-
pecially when the only opportunity that has come to save him
many millions of dollars a year is at hand. His friends here
should not permit a power proposition to overshadow and
obscure the matter of cheap fertilizer for the farmer. The
Ford bid provided cheap fertilizer. The lessee under this
resolution will have to make cheap fertilizer just as Ford
agreed to make it. We will have the right to pass on it and
accept or reject it. Mr. Hooker, of New York, a fertilizer
manufacturer, said before the Committee on Agriculture that
he was going to bid on it. Another company said the same
thing, and I understand that four or five companies told the
President's commission that they intended to bid. So let us
wait and see what their blds are, and if they are not good
we will reject them: but, Senators, in the name of the hard-
pressed and over-burdened farmers of the country I appeal to
you let us pass this concurrent resolution as they have in-
dorsed it, and make sure that we will dispose of thls question
at this session of Congress.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I had intended to go into this
question in considerable detail, but it has been a physical im-
possibility for me to do so, and I must content myself by refer-
ring only in a general way to the very important question that
is before the Senate,

The Government has spent at Muscle Shoals more than
$160,000,000. It owns the property now. It Is not a question
of whether we shall go into Government operation or Govern-
ment ownership. We already own the property. We have spent
the people’s money upon it. We hayve spent it under a law
originally passed providing that when it was completed it
should not be leased or sold to any private corporation or indi-
vidual. We are the trustees for the people of the United States,
and the question now before us is: Will we, having spent their
money and completed the project, to a great extent, now be
false to the trust and violate the law by changing the condi-
tions under which we have been operating since 19161

Dam No. 2 at Muscle Shoals has primary capacity of a little
less than 100,000 horsepower, yet there are seasons in the year
when there is water enough coming over that dam to make a
million horsepower. Every student of the subject, every engi-
neer, agrees that if we had no other motive than to make the
property now owned by the Government more valuable, it
would be necessary to develop the Tennessee River and its
tributaries.

Hvery student of the subject, every economist, and every engi-
neer agrees that to get the maximum amount of electricity,
the maximum amount of flood control, the maximum accommo-
dations for navigation, the system must be developed as a
whole and that we can not build dams here and there hap-
hazard, even though we consider that the people interested in
one dam alone would make more money by putting it there
than elsewhere. The way to make the Tennessee River val-
uable for the great South is to get the maximum amount of
navigation. That river runs right through the heart of the
South. It will give the South a system of transportation
which, properly developed, will be second to none in the civi-
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lized world. We will get the maximum amount of flood con-
trol, ar far as the waters of the Tennessee are concerned, by a
gystematic, scientific development as a whole of the Tennessee
River and its tributaries.

So that we have the three objects of improvement, coordinat-
ing, working with each other in perfect harmony—electricity
or power, navigation, flood control. If we handle one in the
right way, we will have done the best for the others. Flood
control and navigation are admitted to be Government proposi-
tioms, not private propositions. It is a Government activity,
and since the Government already owns $160,000,000 worth of
property there, why not let the Government, it being interested
in navigation and in flood control, so develop the power from
this system as to get the maximuom amount of power for the
minimum cost?

No one can do that and do it in the right way except the Gov-
ernment, If we should turn that over to one party, he would
pay no attention to flood control, he would pay no attention to
navigation, he would put dams and water projects wherever it
would be to his interest to put them and without regard to
developing the river as a whole. If we want to get the most
out of it, we must develop it all

Dam No. 2 is owned by the Government of the United States.
If that system were properly developed, instead of 100,000
primary horsepower there would be four or five hundred thou-
sand horsepower developed. In other words, without putting
another dollar into Dam No. 2, we would multiply its value
by three or four, if we properly developed the river. What
would that mean for the South? In the first place, it is a
Government proposition now. We have spent the people's
money to develop it. In the next place, everything that is spent
in the future for navigation and for flood control will be spent
on what is conceded to be a governmental proposition. If this
were turned over to one private individual and he owned the
whole system, if it were developed properly, there would be
a private monopoly under which the people of the South would
be compelled to live through generations, and no free people,
no democracy, ean permit a private monopoly to control the
very necessities of life.

If this were properly handled and this electricity distributed
over the South, there would be given the greatest exhibition of
the production of cheap power the civilized world has ever
known. Instead of paying in the cities of the South from 734
to 12 cents per kilowatt-hour for electricity, every home in
that great section of the South would be supplied with elec-
tricity at not to exceed 2 cents a kilowatt-hour when the power
was all developed. In addition to that, at that price there
could be an amortization, so that in 40 of 50 years' time the
entire investment cost would be wiped out, and electricity
would be so cheap that that would be the leading manufactur-
ing distriet in the United States, besides giving to every home
and every hamlet electricity that would be so cheap that as
compared with present prices it would require a stretch of the
imagination to grasp all of the benefits that would come.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. I would prefer not to be interrupted until I
finish,

There would be placed In every home a servant, a servant
that would work 24 hours a day, a servant that would never
complain, a servant that would get no wages, & servant that
would always be ready to serve the housewife of every home.

Who made this country? Who made the hills and mountains
and valleys? Who put the water in the great Tennessee? Who
constructed all of that country? Was it Alabama? Was it
Tennessee? Was it any other one State? All those things
were given to us by an all-wise Creator if we will only utilize
them. Let us take away the power of private corporations and
private individuals to make profits, and let us put electricity
in the homes the same as we put water into the homes now in
all of the municipalities. If we should properly develop this
project, we would tap this lightning that man has called elec-
tricity and convert its destructive and ruthless forces into a
friendly power that would turn the countless wheels of toil
all through the South and bring happiness and comfort to
thousands of humble homes.

It has been demonstrated, and if I had the physical strength
and time I could demonstrate it again now, that over in On-
tario on a large scale, like this would be at Muscle Shoals if
properly developed, they are doing exactly what I have out-
lined that the South could do. A little home of five or six
rooms, instead of having a few electric lights for which they
have to pay 10 or 12 cents a kilowatt-hour, would have every
electrical device known and at a remarkably low rate. It
would have all the conveniences of the modern home. It
would have the electric sweeper, the electric fan, the electrie
washer, the electric ironer, the electric stove. Hveryone would
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be cooking by electricity. They would heat the bath water
and have hot water at all times heated by electricity. In
other words, there are a thousand and onme ways in which
cheap electricity can bring not only finanecial profit but happi-
ness, sanitation, and joy to the people in the homes where the
housewife now is drudging from morning to night wearing
out her life, and she might just as well be relieved if we
would avail ourselves of the opportunities that God has
given us.

What is the objection to all this? Senators say we are
going to put the Government into business, Senators, if we
had a war to-morrow we would need all of the property that
we now have at Muscle Shoals, every bit of it. We wonld
want more. The plan I have been trying to get the South to
reach ount its hands and grasp has been and is one that would
preserve for the Nation its readiness for any military emer-
gency that might arise, and at the same time, in times of peace,
give all of these enjoyments to her people.

We have heard Senators talk about fertilizer. Mr. Presi-
dent, the evidence stands uncontradicated before the world
to-day that the manufacture of fertilizer consumes, as it is
improved, less and less power. There is not a single horse-
power at Muscle Shoals that would be used in the modern
method of producing fertilizer. 3

The statements about using water power to make cheap fer-
tilizer for the farmer are made either in ignorance of what the
facts are or for the purpose of fooling the American farmer
and deceiving him as to what the possibilities are at Muscle
Shoals, There is nothing in fertilizer that the waterpower
there can produce as cheaply as we can buy fertilizer on the
market to-day anywhere in the United States. Everybody, and
that includes myself, is willing to go to any length to cheapen
fertilizer. The bill which I have introduced goes further than
any legislation that has ever been proposed. Its purpose is
to use in experimentation all of the facilities that are prop-
erly usable for fertilizer at Muscle Shoals, in the hope that
we may devise a cheaper method to develop fertilizer,

Why should we want to deceive the farmer? Why do we
want to tell him that this water power at Muscle Shoals will
cheapen fertilizer when we must know it has not anything to
do with it? REither we are trying to fool the farmers with
deceptive arguments or we are working in the interest of the
Power Trust, who would like to have this power kept out of
the market and used to make nitrates that would be worth-
less after they are made,

I can not understand why Senators should be so anxious to
pass the pending resolution, which will close the door of human
progress and human happiness to the sunny southland. Why
should we now take a step which, if carried to its logical and
its intended conclusion, will make it impossible for the great
Tennessee River system ever to be developed and put in opera-
tion for the benefit of the people of the South? The time will
come—it may be when we are gone—when this wonderful wave
of reaction will subside and when the good, honest citizens of
our great South will realize that now is the time when they
have missed the glorious opportunity to bring to themselves
and to their children the prosperity, the happiness, and the
comfort that will follow the proper development of the natural
resources which God has given them.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from
Nebraska has expired. :

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, a few moments ago the junior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tysox] read into the Recorp
a telegram from my friend the senior Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. McKertar], with whom I am paired, in explanation of
the arrangement we had between us. I know the senior Sena-
tor from Tennessee so well, and am so confident of his entire
fairness to friend and foe alike, that I am sure he did not in-
tentionally do me an injustice, though I think in his desire
to make his own position clear he has done so. I desire to
correct that wrong impression.

The telegram in part reads as follows:

I am paired with Benator WiLLis on all Muscle Shoals votes.
Benator WiLLis told me he was opposed to any amendments, I favor
all amendments offered by those who seek In any way, however slight,
to protect the rights of the people and of the Government. He favors
the resolution as it is.

So far as the statement relating to the pair is concerned, that
is absolutely accurate; but, as I suggested, in his effort to make
his own position clear he has unintentionally and thought-
lessly put me in a false light. The fact is there are many
things in the resolution that do not please me at all, If I
had had the drafting of the resolution in the first instance,
there are several changes that I should have made in it, and,
speaking with the utmost frankmess, there are several of the
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gmendments which are pending that I wish might become a
part of the resolution. But knowing the little that I do of
the parliamentary sitnation, I am strongly of the belief that
if the resolution is amended it will be the end of the whole
matter so far as action by Congress Is concerned. The matter
would then go back to another legislative body and perhaps
be thrown into conference and action could be delayed indefi-
nitely. I think it is important that we have the report of the
committee at this session of Congress,

I reserve to myself the right to vote for or against the
report of the committee. I do not consider mpyself at all
bound in that respect. By adopting the resolution in ifs pres-
ent form the Senate, in my judgment, does not yield up any
of its rights, but simply provides a means whereby it can get
gome information. It Is because I feel that the adoption of
amendments would imperil the passage of any resolution what-
ever that I shall vote, as the telegram says, against the amend-
ments, but not for the reason that my friend from Tennessee
suggested in his effort to make his own position clear.

In that connection I desire to have printed as a portion of
my remarks a letter which came to me this morning from offi-
cials of the National Grange and of the American Farm Bureau
Federation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is
- granted.

The letter is as follows:

AMERICAN Farym DBURpAU FEDERATION,
Washington, D. 0., March 8, 1926,
Hon. Fraxx B, WiLLrs,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. O.

My Dear Sexatom: To-day the vote is to be taken on House Con-
current Resolution No. 4, which authorizes a procedure intended to
remove Muscle Shoals from the fleld of controversy and devote it to
the farmers' purposes when not needed for national defense.

Muscle Shoals was not intended to be a commercial power project,
except as its power 1s useful for fertilizer making and preparedness
purposes. To allow it to become a power project, with the aim of dis-
tributing power over a wide area, is eguivalent to the surrender by
Congress of all that the farmers have fought for and all that was
promised them in the authorization of the enterprise.

The power at Muscle Shoals once delivered to the Alabama Power Co.
or other dlstributing agencies for public-utility purpeses will create
vested rights on the part of consumers which will jeopardize the farm-
erg’ rights to use this power for fertilizer purposes.

With the millions of horsepower of electric energy already devel
oped and the scores of millions of horsepower awaiting development,
will not yeu vote to allow this ene plant producing less than one-
quarter of 1,000,000 horsepower to be devoted to the farmers’ pur-
poses in iIndustrial chemistry and fertilizer manufacture free from
limitation which would impair or destroy the usefulness of the enter-
prise?

The amendment offered by SBenator (irorc® or any other amendment
with similar effect will prevent the benefits from going to the farmers
and will place the power interests in a dominating position.

We are sutisfled that House Concurrent Resolution No. 4 without
amendments safeguards the farmers' Interests, and trust that it will
have your support.

Very respectfully,
THE Nariovar Graxgs, P, or H,,
By T. C. ATKESON,
Washington Representative.
AMERICAN Fanm BureAv FEDERATION,
By CuesTER II. GrAoY, Acting Director,

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor,

Mr, GEORGE. Mr, President, will the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to me a moment?

Mr. HARRISON. With pleasure.

Mr. GEORGE. Since the scnior Senator from Ohlo [Mr.
Wirris] has offered a letter for the Recorp, which I presume
to be the same letter that was sent by the National Grange and
the American Farm Bureau Federation to each Senator in this
body except myself—I did not get one—I wish to make just a
brief statement about the letter.
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amendment is a little more elaborate and contains a few pro-
visions which his general amendment does not contain. But I
had decided, since he had offered his amendment first, and it is
the pending amendment, that I would not offer my amendment,
but would content myself with voting for his amendment, which

| contains the substance of my amendment.

I Lave no comment to make upon the letter of the National
Grange and the American Farm Bureau Federation or of the
iwo representatives of those organizations, except that if the
National Grange and the American Farm Burean Federation
are paying these men any money, then these men owe it to their
organizations to be working for the farmers of America and
not for the Power Trust and the Fertilizer Trust. If they are
willing to take money out of the farmers' organizations, they
ought to be decent enough to render service to their constitu-
ents.

Mr. President, my position is perfectly plain. I do not pro-
pose to vote for House Concurrent Resolution No. 4, which does
not provide for any equitable distribution of power, so far as it
can be carried, to all of the people of the Southland. Nor do I
propose to vote for the resolution at all, because it is a grab;
and every man who sponsors it and who has thoroughly investi-
gated it, however honest he may be, will one day awake to the
realization of one fact, that it was a grab, and that somebody
exercised the power given him under the grab.

I believe, Mr. President, in coming out in the open. I pre-
sume, of course, that since representatives of the farmers’' or-
ganizations have spoken to the Senate, their voices will be
potent; but I only suggest that It might be well for the prin-
cipals of those gentlemen to see whether they are earning the
salary that is being paid to them.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President——

Mr. IIEFLIN. Mr. President, I suggest that this time shall
not come out of the time of the Senator from Mississippl [Mr,
HARRISON].

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time will not be counted out
of that of the Senator from Mississippl.

Mr, HARRISON. I do not know that I will utilize the time
allotted to me.

Mr. President, the Muscle Shoals matter has been before the
Senate for a long time. It so happens that I chanced to be
a member of the Committee on Agriculture during the consid-
eration of all the preceding measures. I was one of those who
fought in the committee and on the floor of the Senate to accept
the Ford proposal. I believed then and I believe now that
it would have been better for the development of Muscle
Shoals and for the farmers of the country at large if the
Ford proposal had been accepted. Following that I cham-
pioned upon the floor of the Senate the Underwood bill, which
was offered as a substitute for the bill embodying the Ford
offer. I believed in the provisions of the Underwood bill, and
I was, indeed, sorry when the confeérence report, which was
filed after much consideration by very able Senators and Repre-
sentatives, falled to come to a vote,

I do not see so much in this particular resolution, but it is
a step in- the solution of this problem, I hope. I trust that
the gentlemen who will be appointed to negotiate a lease will
have submitted to them and will report back to the Senate
and the House of Representatives one that will meet all the
requirements of the Underwood substitute, but I wish to call
the attenticn of the Senate again to the fact that the terms of
any lease must be equal to or greater than those set forth in
H. R. 518 in their advantage to the Government. We know
how many times that bill was amended; we know that a sub-
stitute was offered to H. R. 518, which was the Ford proposal,
and if seems to me that we ought to write into this resolu-
tion an amendment to provide that the terms shall be in
their benefit to the Government equal to or greater than those
contained in the conference report accompanying H. R. 518,
for the reason that the conference report contains the pro-
visions that were made in anticipation of a lease.

The conference report was not adopted by the Senate, but
the substitute bill passed the Senafe; and it would seem to

| me that such an amendment as I have suggested ought

In the next to the last paragraph, if the letter is the same |

as the one I hold in my hand, this language occurs:

The amendment offered by Senator GEorGE, or any other amendment

with similar effect, will prevent the benefits from going to the farmers
and will place the power interests in a dominating position.

That is signed “The- National Grange, P. of H, by T. C.
Atkeson, Washington representative,” and “American Farm
Bureau Federation, by Chester I1. Gray, acting director.”

Mr. President, I offered an amendment to the pending resolu-
tion which in substance is the same as the amendment offered
by the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Capawax]. My

to be adopted, not only because the question was considered
in every phase when the bill was before the Senate and in
conference butf, as was pointed out in the discussion of the
Underwood substitute, the Government would have received
$40,000,000 more than it would have received under the Ford
proposal. As Senators will recall, at that time Mr. Ford,
under the terms of his offer, was not required to pay any
interest at all on the first $17,000,000 that went into the con-
struction of Dam No. 2, and was not to pay any interest on
Dam No. 3 until six years—I believe it was—after that dam
should have been completed. In other words, there was a
difference between the Underwood proposal, which imposed a
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4 per cent interest rate from the time the lease was made
right on through, while the Ford proposal did not operate on
the first $17,000,000 on Dam No. 2, nor on Dam No. 3 until
six years after its completion. So I submit if an amendment
should be written into the bill providing that the terms of the
lease shall be equal to if not greater than those embodied in
the conference report on House bill 518 the Government will
be assured of getting at least $40,000,000 more than it would
under the Ford proposal; and if that amendment should be
adopted it would not be necessary to adopt the amendment
which has been offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Caraway], which I favor very much, and which otherwise
I hope will be adopted, because in that conference report it is
provided that—

The surplus power not required for the fixation of nitrogen or for
the manufacture of fertilizers or other useful products which will
redace the cost of fertilizer shall be sold for distribution.

That provision relative to surplus power was agreed fo by
the distingnished Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxpeewoob]
and also by the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN].
There was no question raised at that time in the consideration
of the Underwood bill against a provision being written into
it that the surplus power over that required to manufacture
the 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen might be incorporated in
the bill. It is idle talk to say that we here in the Senate
shall not at all amend this House resolution. It is a short
resolution at most; it does not contain many complicated
questions. So I submit that the amendment offered by the
distinguished Senator from Arkansas to incorporate the words
“or leases,” and also the amendment as to the question of
surplus power ought to be written into the resolution. I want
to make myself plain now. If the commitiee to be appointed
shall negotiate a lease and report it back here which does
not provide for the distribution of surplus power over the
amount required in the manufacture of fertilizers, I for one
shall vote against that particular proposition.

This is not merely an Alabama question. It is true that
Muscle Shoals is within the boundaries of Alabama, but the
boundary line of my State is only a few miles away. We
border also on Tennessee. Many industries have been located
in my State on the assumption that they will be able to obtain
a part of the surplus power that is developed at Muscle Shoals
over that needed for the manufacture of the required amount
of fertilizer.

It seems to me only fair and equitable that the surplus power
should be distributed and that it should not be congregated
and congested in this one spot at Muscle Shoals.

As one who eomes from this immediate territory, I appreciate
the splendid work which has been done by the members of the
Commiftee on Agriculture and Forestry. I do not think that
any commitfee has worked harder and more zealously and
enthusiastically than have the members of that committee in
studying the Musecle Shoals problem, I take no stock in this
hurlinz of anathemas at one another and guestioning Senators’
motives. From the beginning I have differed from the distin-
guished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nogris]. He has strong
convictions on this subjeet, but there is no Senator who ever
worked harder or tried more earnestly to go to the bottom of
the proposition than has he in the consideration of Muscle
Shoals, All of the other Republican Senators on the committee
have done the same. The junior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Herrin] and his colleague, the senior Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Uxperwoon] have performed yeoman service in pressing
for a solution of this question. :

I know the Senator from Alabama, who has stood the brunt
of this fight here so far as this side of the Chamber is con-
cerned, has acted from high and pure motives. We all know he
is a frieud of the farmer, but he is mistaken; his judgment is
wrong, in my opinion, in refusing to accept the amendment
which is pending and the one dealing with surplus power.
They can not be harmful, but will present the issue so clearly
that the negotiators when they come to consider the bids will
know what kind of a bid should be received, and the adoption
of such amendments might prevent us turning down the report
of the committee when the bids are brought in, So I hope that
the amendment offered by the distinguished junior Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] will be adopted.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I notice in the CoNGRESSIONAL
Recorp a letter from a gentleman who also signs a lettee to
me in reference to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Georce]. I
wish to say that, so far as South Carolina is concerned, the
farmers of that State are represented in this body by a farmer.
Farming is the life; it is the living of the distinguished senior
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smrta]. He has never had
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any other profession or any other means of livelihood except
the small pittance of a salary which is paid him here in the
Senate. And the farmers of that State are represented by
another who has received but very few votes in South Carolina
except from the farmers and the cotton mill and railroad shop
workers. Neither of us have ever had that support from the
corporations or the newspapers which possibly has been given
to others; and when this man signs a letter and sends in to the
Senate in which he says he is a representative of the farmers
of South Carolina, or in which he intimates that he is such
representative, I say to you, Senators, that he Is an impostor
and that if he has ever received a dollar from the farmers of
South Carolina he is a traitor and that his letter in every
respect carries and bears the marks of a blatherskite and a
liar. [Laughter.]

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, before the Senator from South
Carolina takes his seat I shonld like fo inguire if the gentleman
of whom he speaks Is all right except in the particulars which
he has enumerated?

Mr. BLEASE. Well, Mr. President, there are some things I
should like to say about him that I do not think I would be
allowed fo say here.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. HARRISON. Amendments may be offered after 3.30. as
I understand, but ean not be diseussed after that hour,

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct.

Mr. HARRISON. I desire, then, to give notice that, in the
event the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Cara-
wAY] as to surplus power shall be voted down, I shall then
offer an amendment providing that the terms of any lease shall
be as good if not better than those contained in the conference.
report on House bill 518,

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway] a little while ago got himself confused con-
siderably with regard to the Gorgas plant. The Gorgas plant
was sold under war-time legislation authorizing the Secretary
of War to dispose of war plants. He did this in the face of
the fact that both the Judge Advocate General and the Attor-
ney General had declared that the eontract with the Alabama
Power Co. was illegal and unenforceable.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets to say that the
Senator is out of order. He has already spoken once.

Mr. HEFLIN. T am through, Mr. President. [Laughter.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. ' The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] on
which the yeas and nays have been requested. Is the demand
seconded?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. COUZENS. I ask to have the amendment stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cmier Crerg. On page 1, line 10, after the word
“lease,” it is proposed to insert the words “or leases,” so as
to read:

The committee is8 authorized and directed to conduoct negotiations
for a lease or leases—

And so forth. L

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
just stated. The clerk will eall the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reepn]. In his absence I transfer that pair to the senior Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and will vote. I vote
i ”»

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris]. I am informed
that if he were present he would vote “nay.” If I were at
liberty to vote, T should vote * yea.”

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Ponrt],
I am advised that he would vote as I shall vote on this sub-
jeet. I vote *nay.” *

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called), I
have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Feg-
~aLp], which I transfer to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
Raxspern] and will vote. T vote “yea.”

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UxpERwoon], who is de-
tained from the Chamber on account of illness. If the Senator
from Alabama were present he would vote “mnay,” and if I
were at liberty to vote, I should vete * yea,”

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called).
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKeLnam].

I am paired with
If that
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Senator were present he would vote for this amendment. I
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Keves] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
Senator from Illinois [Mr, McKi~Ley] is paired with the Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr. Brucel, and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. Grrerr] is paired with the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. Reep]. If those Senators were present the Senator
from Maryland and the Senator from Massachusetts would vote
ggainst this amendment, and the Senator from Illinois and the
Senator from Missouri would vote for it

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 31, as follows:

YEAS—4T
Ashurst Dill Lenroot Simmons
Bayard Frazier MeMaster Bmith
Blease George MeNar, Stanfield
Borah (Glass Mayfield Stephens
Bratton Harris Norheck Swanson
Brookhart Harrigon Nye Trammell
Broussard Hownell Overman Tyson
Cameron Johnson Pittman Walsh
Caraway Jones, N, Mex, Robinson, Ark, Watson
Copeland Jones, Wash. Robinson, Ind. Wheeler
Conzens Kendrick Sheppard Williams
Cumming La Follette Shipstead

NAYSE—31
Bingham Fletcher Means Schall
Butler Goft Metealf Shortridge
Capper Gooding Neely Smoot
Dale Greene Oddie Wadsworth
Fdge Hale Pepper Warren
Fdwards Harreld Phipps eller
Ernst Heflin Pine Willis
Fess AlcLean Sackett

NOT VOTING—18

Bruce Ferris McKellar Reed, Mo,
Curtis Gerr McKinley Reed, I'a.
Dencen Gillett Moses Underwood
du Pont Keyes Norris
Fernald King Ransdell

S0 Mr. Caraway's amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent
agreement of last Saturday, the amendment next in order is
the one offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT].

Mr. HEFLIN. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cmier CrLerg. On page 2, line 11, it is proposed to
strike ont “1" and insert “26,” so that it will read:

shall report to Congress not later than April 26, 1926.

. Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry,
I thought the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] had
another amendment.

Mr, CARAWAY. I have offered another amendment, which
was to go with this one.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment will come up
later on. This amendment comes up at this time under the
unanimous-consent agreement made last Saturday.

Mr. FLETCHER. I had supposed the question on agreeing
to that amendment would come after the question was put on
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY].

Mr. HEFLIN. The commitfee can ask for more time if
they need it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lexroot].

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer, I vote
“ yea."

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Currs]. I am
informed that if he were present he would vote “mnay.” I
therefore vote “ nay."

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as before, I vote “ nay.”

Mr., JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same transfer of my pair as on the previous
roll call, I vote * yea."”

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement that I made on the preceding roll call in regard
to my pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Unperwoon], I withhold my vote.

Mr. BROUSSARD (when Mr. RANSDELL'S name was called).
1 desire to announce that -my colleague, the senior Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. Ranspeir] is absent. If he were pres-
ent he would vote * yea.”
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Mr, WILLIS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
to the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keyes] and
will vote. I vote “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gruierr] is paired with the
Senator from Missourl [Mr. Reep] and the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. McKiniLEY] is paired with the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. Bruck].

The result was announced—yeas 59, nays 20—as follows:

YEAS—59
Ashurst Din La Follette Shipstead
Bayard Edge Lenroot Shortridge
Bingham Fess MeMauster Simmons
Blease Frazier McNary Smith
Borah George Mayfield Smoot
Bratton Glass Metcalf Stanfield
Brookhart Goff Norbeck Swanson
Broussard Greene Nye Tyson
Butler Harris Overman Walsh
Qamernn Harrison Pepper Warren
Capper Howell Robinson, Ark. Watson
Caraway Johnson Robinson, Ind. Wheeler
Copeland Jones, N, Mex.  Sackett Willinms
L:uuseqs Jones, Wash, Schall Willis
Cummins Kendrick Sheppard
NAYS—20

Dale Gooding Means I'fttman
Edwards Hale Neely Stephens
gmll_;t Haﬁge]d g&g?te Trammell
Perris eflin . 8 Wadsworth
Fletcher McLean I'lngp Weller

NOT VOTING—1T
Bruce Gerry MeKinley Reed, Pa.
Curtis Gillett Moses Underwood
Déneen Keyes Norris
du Pont King Ransdell
Fernald McKellar Reed, Mo.

So Mr. Lexroor's amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to-
the second amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway], which the clerk will report.

The Crier Crerg. On page 1, line 13, after the word “ pur-
poses,” insert the words “such power to be equitably dis-
tributed among the communities and States to which it may be
properly transported,” so as to read:

The committee Is anthorized and directed to conduct negotiations for
a lease or leases of the nitrate and power properties of the United
States at Musecle Shoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco,
Ala,, for the production of nitrates primarily and incidentally for power
purposes, such power to be equitably distributed among the communities
and States to which it may be properly transported, in order to serve
national defense, agriculture, and industrial purposes, and upon terms
which so far as possible shall provide benefits to the Government and to
agriculture equal to or greater than those set forth in H. R. 518, Sixty-
eighth Congress, first sesslon, except that the lease shall be for a period
not to exceed 50 years,

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer, I vote
i yea."

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], and in his ab-
sence I withhold my vote. If the senior Senator from Kansas
were present, he would vote “nay ™ ; and if I were pe-mitted to
vote, I would vote * yea."

. Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. bo
Pont]. If present, the Senator from Delaware would vote
“pay” on this amendment. If I were permitted to vote, 1
would vote * yea.,” Not being able to get a transfer, I withhold
my vote.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement with regard to the transfer of
my pair as on the previous vote, I vote “ yea."”

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement heretofore made as to my pair, I withhold my
yvote.

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
to the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves] and
vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I desire to announce that my colleague
[Mr. RanspELL] is unavoidably absent. If present, he would
vote * yea."
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Mr. HEFLIN. My colleague [Mr. UxpeErwoop] is absent on

account of illness.

If he were present, he would vote * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 30, as follows:

YEAS—4T
Asburst Din McMaster Shipstead
Bayard Frazier MeNa Simmons
Blease George Mayfield Smith
Borah Glass Means Stanfield
Bratton Gooding Norbeck Stephens
Brookhart Harris Nye Swanson
Broussard Harrison Overman Trammell
Cameron Howell Phipps Tyson
Capper Johnsgon Plttman Walsh
Caraway Jones, N. Mex, Robinson, Ark. Watson
Copeland Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Wheeler
Couzens La Follette Sheppard

NAYS—30
Bingham Goff Metealf Smoot
Butler Greene Neely Wadsworth
Cummins Hale Oddie Warren
Dale Harreld Pepper Weller
Edge Heflin Pine Williamsg
Edwards Jones, Wash Backett Willis
Ernst nroot Schall
Fess McLean Shortridge

NOT VOTING—19

Bruce Ferris Kin Ransdell
Curltis Fletcher McKellar Reed, Mo,
Deneen Gerry MeKinley Reed, Pa.
du Pont Gillett Moses Underwood
Fernald Keyes Norris

So Mr. Carawax's amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is now upon agrec-
ing to the third amendment offered by the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr CarawAay], which the clerk will read.

The Cumer Cregx. On page 2, line 3, after the word
“lease,” insert the words “or leases.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution is be-

fore the Senate and still open to amendment.

Mr. NEELY. I offer three amendments and ask that they
be voted on. My first motion is to amend the concurrent reso-
lution on page 2, line 4, by striking out the word * fifty " and
inserting the word * twenty.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend-
ment, :

The CHier CrLERg. On page 2, line 4, strike out “ fifty ” and
insert in lien thereof the word * twenty,” so that it will read:

except that the lease or leases shall be for a period not to exceed 20
years,

Mr, NORRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I am paired
with the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Cugrris], who is ab-

sent. If he were present, he would vote “nay.” If I were
permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea,”
Mr, FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the

same announcement as before as to my pair, I vote “nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as to the transfer of my pair
as on the previous vote, I vote * yea."

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was called)., Making the
same announcement as to my pair as before, I withhold my
vote.

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to the transfer of my pair with the
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKErLrLar] to the junior
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves], I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded. -

Mr. BAYARD. I have a general palr with the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reen]. I am informed that if he were
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Robinson, Ark. Bhortridge Trammell Watson

Robinson, Ind. Smoot Tyson Weller

Backett Btephens Wadsworth Williams

Schall Swanson Warren Willis
NOT VOTING—18

Bruce Ferris McKellar Reed, Mo.

Curtis Gerr: McKinley Reed, Pa.

Deneen Gillett Moses Underwood

dun Pont Keyes Norris

Fernald King Ransdell

So Mr. NeeLy's amendment was rejected.

Mr. NEELY. I ask that my second proposed amendment
be stated.

Mr. NORBECK. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield
while I offer an amendment to provide for a lease or leases of
30 years instead of 50 years?

Mr. NEELY. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. NORBECK. I send the amendment to the desk and ask
that it be stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The amendment will be stated.

The Cuier Crerx. On page 2, line 4, the Senator from
South Dakota proposes to strike out “50” and insert “30"
50 as to read:

Except that the lease shall be for a period not to exceed 30 years,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. NORBECK. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded fo call the roll,

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair, I understand that if my
pair were present he would vote as I desire to vote. I there-
fore am at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr, Curris]. If the
senior Senator from Kansas were present, he would vote
“nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I would vote * yen.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as on a previous vote regard-
ing the transfer of my pair, I vote “ yea.”

Mr, NORRIS (when his name was called). I am paired and
withhold my vote.

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKgLLAR]
to the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, Keves] and

vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BROUSSARD. My colleague, the senior Senator from

Lonisiana [Mr. RaxspELL], is unavoidably absent.
present, he would vote “ yea.”

If he were

The result was announced—jyeas 30, nays 47, as follows:

prezent, he would vote as I shall vote. I vote “ nay.”
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 48, as follows:

YEAS—30
Ashurst Dill La Follette Bhipstead
Blease Frazier McMaster Bimmons
Borah George McNary mith
Bratton Gooding Neely Stanfield
Brookhart Harris Norbeck Walsh
Broussard Howell Nye Wheeler
Copeland Johnson Overman
Couzens Jones, N, Mex. Sheppard

NAYS—48
Bayard tdge Hale Mayiield
Bingham Edwards Harreld Means
Butler Ernst Harrison Metcalf
Cameron Fess Heflin Oddle
Capper Fletcher Jones, Wash, Pepper
Caraway Glass Kendrick Phippa
Cummins Goft Lenroot Pine
Dale Greene McLean Pittman

LXVII—329

YEAS—30
Ashurst Dill La Follette Shipstead
Blease Fraszier McMaster Simmons
Borah George McNary Stanfleld
Bratton Gom.ﬁng Neely Trammell
Brookhart Harris Norbeck Walsh
Broussard Howell Nye Wheeler
Copeland Johnson Overman
Couzens Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard
NAYS—4T

Bayard Fleteher Mayfield Bhortridge
Bingham Glass Means Smoot
Butler Metcalf Stephens
Cameron Greene Oddie Bwanson
Capper Hale Pe?per Tyson
Caraway Harreld Phipps Wadsworth
Cummins Harrison Pine Warren
Dale Heflin Pittman Watson
Bdge Jones, Wash, Robinson, Ark.  Waeller
Bdwards endrick Robinson, Ind. Williams
Ernst Lenroot Sackett Willis
Fess MecLean Schall

NOT VOTING—19
Bruce Ferrils McKellar Reed, Mo,
Curtis Gerry McKinley Reed, Pa.
Deneen Gillett Moses Smi
du Pont Keyes Norris Underwood
Fernald King Ransdell

So. Mr. Noreeck's amendment was rejected.

Mr. NEELY. I ask now that my next amendment may be
stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CarEr CrERx. On page 2, line 5, strike out the words
“have leave to,” so as to read:

Baid committee shall report its findings and recommendations, ete,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, if my frlend will permit me,
the resolution in its last line provides that they shall report
their findings,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. NEELY and Mr. NORRIS asked for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the amendment was
rejected.

Mr. NEELY. T ask that the clerk state the next amendment
which I have offered.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated.

The Cuigr CLErk. The next amendment offered by the
Senator from West Virginia is, on page 2, line 4, after the
word “ years,” to insert the following additional proyiso:

And provided further, That there shall be reserved to the Govern-
ment on the face of any lease that may be negotiated by virtue of this
resolution the right to purchase from the lessee, after one year's notice
in writing, all Improvements made by such lessee on or in eonnection
with the Muscle Shoals project, by the Government paying such lessee
the actual cost of such improvements plus 6 per cent interest on the
gaid cost from the date of its payment by the said lessee to the date of
the completion of the Government's purchase of and payment for the
improvements aforesaid.

Mr. NEELY. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the amendment was
rejected.

Mr. BLEASE. I send to the desk an amendment which I
offer.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina. -

The Cumer CLErx. On page 2, line 11, after “1926,” insert
the words:

No action of the committee shall be binding on either party, or final
until agreed to by the Congress.

The amendment was rejected.
Mr. NEELY. I move to amend, on page 2, line 4, after the
word “ years,” adding the following proviso:

Previded, That the lessee shall bind himself or itself to operate
nitrate plant No. 2 to capacity, and exclusively for the production of
fertilizer for the fuil term of the lease.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, the amendments that are to be
proposed, I understand, are now all offered in so far as they
are going to affect the resolution. I desire to offer a substitute
for the resolution as amended. I have already sent it to the
desk and I ask that the clerk may read it. I desire to modify
the substitute. Where it reads *“$20,000,000" I ask that it
may be changed to read *$5000,000,” which I understand
would be sufficient for all purposes.

Now, Mr. President, just one word of explanation—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is not debatable.

Mr. SMITH. Let the clerk read the substitute and it will
explain itself.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the substitute
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina,

The Omier CLeErk, The Senator from South Carolina pro-
poses to insert a preamble, as follows:

Whereas under section 124 of the act entitled “An act for making
further and more effectual provision for the national defense, and for
other purposes,” approved June 8, 1916, it is provided that *“the
plant or plants provided for under this act shall be constructed and
operated solely by the Government and not In conjunction with any
other industry or enterprise carried on by private capital”; and

Whereas the nitrate and power properties of the United States at
Muscle Shoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco, Ala.
(excepting nitrate plant No. 2), were acquired and constructed pur-
suant to the authorization contained in section 124 of such act of
June 8, 1916; and

Whereas it is for the Dbest interests of the people of the United
Btates that such properties (Including nitrate plant No. 2) shall con-
tinue to be maintained and operated by the Government and dedicated
to the uses specified in section 124 of such act of June 3, 1516:

And to strike out all after the resolving clause of the con-
current resolution and to insert a substitute, as follows:

That all the functions vested in the President by section 124 of the
act entitled “An act for making further and more effectual provision
for the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3,
1016 (including such of those functions as are nmow being exercised
by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of Agriculture, respec-
tively), and all functions with respect to the operation and main-
tenance of nitrate plant No. 2 shall be exercised by the Secretary of
Agrieulture for the benefit of the Government and people of the United
States by providing for the national defense by insuring an adequate
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supply of nitrates for use in time of war and by promoting agriculture
through the development of cheaper commereial fertilizers.

Bec. 2. That in earrying out the provisions of this resolution the
Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and directed to form, under the
laws of the Distriet of Columbia, a corporation for the maintenanee
and operation of the nitrate and power properties of the United States
at Musecle Shoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco, Ala.,
and for the development of such additional facilities as the corpora-
tion conslders necessary. The total eapital stock of the corporation
shall not exceed £5,000,000. The Secretary of Agrienlture may, for
and on behalf of the United States, subscribe to, purchase, and vote
not less than a majority of the eapital stock of such corporation, and
perform all. other functions with respect thereto necessary to protect
the interests of the United States and to carry out the purposes of
this resolution.

Sec. 3, (a) That any cxcess power developed in the operation of
such properties may be disposed of under such terms and conditions
as the corporation may prescribe to any State or political subdivision
thereof or to any individual, partnership, association, or corporation.

(b) The corporation shall give preference in the disposition of such
excess power to the power requirements of States, political subdivisions
of Btates, and public-service companies.

SEec, 4. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
£5,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the
provisions of this resolution.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I make the point of order that
the amendment offered is in the form of a joint resolution and
would require an expenditure of money ; it would have to go to
the President, and may not properly be offered as a substitute
for a concurrent resolution. No resolution may be offered as a
substitute for a concurrent resolution other than something of
the same nature.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the precedents of the Sen-
ate the Chair rules that the point of order is not well taken.
The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. SyrTH].

Mr. SMITH. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROUSSARD (when his name was called). I have
a general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Moses]. I had an understanding with him, however,
that I could vote on amendments to the resolution. This is
a substitute for the resolution. I therefore transfer my pair
with the Senator from New Hampshire to the senior Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. Raxsperr] and shall vote. I vote * yea."”

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. If he were
present, he would vote * nay,” and, if I were permitted to vote,
I should vote “yea.” .

Mr, JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
I have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr,
FernarLp], On this vote I am unable to obtain a transfer.
If I were permitted to vote, I shounld vote “ yea.” I withhold
my vote, : .

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was ealled). Repeating the
announcement which I made on the first roll call, I withhold
my vote.

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). If the senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKerLLAr] were present, I am
advised he would vote for the subsitute. I am paired with that
Senator, but I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Keves] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BAYARD. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]. I am informed that if
he were present he would vote as I intend to vote. I therefore
feel at liberty to vote and vote *nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 47, as follows:

YEAS—29
Ashurst Frazier McNary Smith
Blease George Neely Btanfield
Bratton Gooding Norbeck Tramumell
Brookhart Harris Nye Walsh
Broussard Howell Overman Wheeler
Copeland Johnson Bheppard
Conzens La Follette Shipstead
Dill McMaster Simmons

NAYS—47
Bayard Edge Hale Mayfield
Bingham dwards Harreld Means
Butler rnst Harrison Metealf
Cameron Fess Heflin Oddie
Capper Fletcher Jones, Wash. Pepper
Caraway Glass Kendrick Phipps
Cumming Goft Lenroot Pine
Dale Greene McLean Pittman
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Robinson, Ark. Bhertridge Tyson Weller
Robinson, Ind, Smoot adsworth Willlams
Backett 8tephens Warren Willis
Schall Swanson Watson

NOT VOTING—20
Borzh Fernald Keyes Norris
Bruce Ferris King. Ransdell
Curtis Gerry McKellar Reed, Mo.
Deneen Gillett MeKinley . Pa.
du Pont Jones, N, Mex. Moses Underwood

So the amendment of Mr. Smira's in the nature of a substi-
tute was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is still open to
amendment. 1f there are no further amendments, the question
is, Shall the resolution, as amended, be agreed to?

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. HEFLIN called for the yeas and
nays, and they were ordered,

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call.

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reepj. I am unable to secure a transfer of that pair. In the
absence of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania, I must with-
hold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris]. If he were pres-
ent, I am informed that he would vote “ yea.” If I were per-

mitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.”

_Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fer-
NaLp]. 1 understand that if he were present he would vote
“yea." I transfer my pair with him to the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. RaxspeLL], and vote “nay.”

Mr. NORRIS (when his name was called). On this vote, as
on the votes on the amendments, I am paired with the senior
Senator from Alabama [Mr. UnpeErwoon], who is detained from
the Chamber on account of illness. If the Senator from Ala-
bama were present, he would vote “ yea.” If I were at liberty
to vote, I should vote “nay."”

Mr. WILLIS (when hLis name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
to the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves], and
vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to again announce my pair with
the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. If he
were present, I am advised he would vote as I intend to
vote. Therefore, I am at liberty to vote, and vote “ yea.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have been requested to an-
nounce that the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gesrry]
is necessarily absent; that the junior Senator from Maryland
[Mr. Bruce] Is absent on account of the death of a relative,
but If present, he would vote “yea”; that the senior Senator
from Missourli [Mr. Reen] is detained from the Senate on
account of the death of a friend; and that the junior Senator
from Utah [Mr. King] is detained on account of illness.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I have a general pair with the senior
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. I understand
he would vote as I intend to vote. Therefore I am at liberty
to vote and vote “ yea.”

I also desire to announce that my colleagne [Mr. RANSDELL]
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote “nay.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce the nec-
essary absence of the senlor Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mc-
Kiniey], the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr., Gic-
LETT], the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Cumtis], the
senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses], the junior
Senator from Illinols [Mr. Dexeex], the junior Senator from
Delaware [Mr. pu Pont], the senior Senator from Maine [Mr.
Ferxarn], and the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Keves]. If present, those Senators would vote “yea.” I also
desire to announce the pairs of the junior Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. GiLreErr] with the senior Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. Reep].

The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 26, as follows:

YEAB—5G1
Bingham Goff Means Bmoot
Broussard Greene Metcalf Stanfield
Butler Hale Neely Stephens
Cameron Harreld Oddie Swanson
Capper Harria Pepper Trammell
Caraway Harrison Phippa Tyson
Dale Heflin Pine Wadsworth
Edge Jones, Wash, Pittman Warren
Edwards Kendrick Robingon, Ark. Watson
Ernst Lenroot Robinson, Ind. Weller
Fess McLean ackett Williams
Fletcher McNarIy Schall Willis
Glass Mayfield Shortridge
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NAYS—26

Ashurst Cumming Jones, N, Mex. Shipstead
Blease Dil La Follette Simmons
Borah Frazier McMaster Bmith
Bratton Geor; Norbeek Walsh
Brookhart G ng Nye Wheeler
Copeland Howell Overman
Couzens Johnson Sheppard

NOT VOTING—19
Bayard Fernald King Ransdell
Bruce Ferria MecKellar Reed, Mo
Curtis Gerry McKinley Reed, Pa.
Deneen Gillett Moses Underwood
du Pont Keyes Norris

So the concurrent resolution was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That a joint committes, to be known as the Joint Committee on Musels
Shoals, is hereby established to be composed of three members to be
appointed by the President of the Senate from the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry and three members to be appointed by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives from the Committes on Military
Affairs,

The committee is authorized and directed to conduct negotiations for
a lease or leases of the nitrate and power properties of the United
States at Muscle Bhoals, Ala., including the quarry properties at Waco,
Ala., for the production of nitrates primarily and incidentnlly for power
purposes, such power to be equitably distributed among the communities
and States to which it may be properly transported, in order to serve
national defense, agriculture, and industrial purposes, and upon terms
which so far as possible shall provide benefits to the Government and
to agriculture equal to or greater than those set forth in H. R. 518,
Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, except that the lease or leases shall
be for a period not to exceed 50 years.

Said committee shall have leave to report its findings and recom-
mendations, together with a bill or joint resolution for the purpose of
carrying them into effect, which bill or joint resolution shall, in the
House, have the status that is provided for measures enumerated In
clause 56 of Rule XI: Provided, That the committee shall report to
Congress not later than April 26, 1926,

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. GOODING. Mr, President, I move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 575, to amend section 4
of the interstate commerce act, with the understanding that the
Senate is going into executive session immediately, and the
further understanding that the bill may be laid aside for the
Army appropriation bill or any other appropriation bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree-
ment, the Senate automatically goes into executive session. Thao
Sergeant at Arms will clear the galleries and close the doors.

Mr, WATSON. Mr. President, we were to go into executive
session ; but I ask unanimous consent that the executive session
be postponed until to-morrow,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, has the motion of the Senator
from Idaho been agreed to? i

‘Mr. GOODING.' No.

Mr. WATSON. Mr, President, may I make an explanation?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly,

Mr. WATSON. Under a unanimous-consent agreement the
Senate was to proceed with the consideration of the nomination
of Mr. Hunt as a member of the Federal Trade Commission at
the conclusion of the consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion dealing with Muscle Shoals. The Senator from Utah [Mr,
Kixg] is ill, however, and can not be present. The Senator
from Jowa [Mr. Cummins] has agreed not to proceed in the
absence of the Senator from Utah. It is desirable that we
proceed with legislation; and therefore, that we may do so iu
order, I ask unanimous consent that the executive session ba
postponed until to-morrow at 4 o'clock.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, there is an objection. It
was understood in my discussion of the matter with the
Senator frem Montana, the Senator from Utah [Mr. King]
being absent, that a time would be fixed for voting upon the
nomination of Mr. Hunt.

Mr. WATSON. Why may not this all be fixed to-morrow
as well as to-day?

Mr. CUMMINS. I want it to be fixed to-morrow. I want a
vote to-morrow, :

Mr. WATSON. But I do not think we ought to fix it unless
we are in executive session.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think so, either; and therefore
we will have to go into executive session.

Mr. WATSON. Let us fix the time to vote when we get into
executive session to-morrow, and let the Senator from New
York go on to-day with his military bill

o e L e e o e O] e P Tt bl o B o2l = e P A L ey Sk e R e Ly




5220

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, let me suggest
to the Senator that several Senators have spoken to me this
afternoon regarding other executive business, and wanted to
know if we would have an executive session; and of course I
told them that we would, because no change had been made
il the unanimous-consent agreement with regard to the ex-
ecutive session. I suggest that if we go into executive session
we will elose up our business quicker than otherwise.

Mr. WATSON., The Senator from New York could pass his
military bill while we are fooling around with an executive
session.

Mr. CUMMINS. We can not take up the matter for dis-
cussion before to-morrow, but we can make an agreement this
afternoon to vote to-morrow,

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, there being objection to the
unanimous-consent request, I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business.

Mr. ASHURST. But the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goop-
ixG] has a prior motion,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has
simply stated the order as it exists at present.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, is it not proper at this time
for the Senator from Idaho to ask unanimous consent——

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I call for
order in the Chamber. I should like to know what is going
on here.

Mr. SMOOT. I asked the Chair if it is not proper at this
time, notwithstanding the unanimous-consent agreement to go
into executive session, to ask unanimous consent to proceed

to the consideration of the bill that the Senator from Idaho |.

[Mr. Geoonine] has just moved to take up?

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection——

Mr. SMOOT. Why does not the Senator do that?

Mr. GOODING. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. SMOOT. I find, however, that the Senator will have
to move to take up the bill.

Mr. GOODING. Then, Mr. President, I move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 575, with
the understanding that it is not to be discussed this afternoon
and that it will be laid aside for the Army appropriation bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is out of order.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I call for the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms will clear
the galleries and close the doors.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, a point of order. When
was that order entered?

The VICH PRESIDENT. The order was entered last Sat-
urday. The Senate is in executive session. The Sergeant at
Arms will clear the galleries and close the doors.

The doors were closed. After 10 minutes spent in execun-
tive session the doors were reopened.

LONG AND SHOBT HAUL CLAUSE OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 575, to amend section
4 of the interstate commerce act.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 575) to amend
section 4 of the interstate commerce act.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the un-
finished business be temporarily laid aside in order that the
Senate may proceed to the consideration of House bill 8917,
the War Department appropriation bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It is praetically 5 o'clock
now, and I do not believe the Senate should pursue that course.
We have given the right of way to the long and short haul bill,
and now, without giving it any consideration at all, it i1s pro-
posed that it be laid aside and that we take up a general
appropriation bill at this hour. I do not believe the Senator
from New York should attempt to do that. So far as I am
concerned, I shall be glad to facilitate the consideration of
this appropriation bill, but I do not think we ought to take it
up at this hour, which is practically the usual hour of
adjournment.

Mr. WADSWORTH, Let me make an inquiry of the Sena-
tor from Arkansas. Would it be the idea of the Senator that
the Senate should proceed nmow to a discussion of the long
and short haul bill?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. My idea is that we should
take an adjournment at this time. We have done a day's work,
and I do not know of any reason why we should at this hour
proceed with either of these measures.

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the Senate shall decide to adjourn
or take a recess at this time, I will make the same request
to-morrow.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I should have no objection to
laying aside the long and short haul bill to-morrow, if those
in charge of the bill desire to have that course followed, and
to taking up the War Department appropriation bill. The
unfinished business will not come up until 2 o'clock, if we
adjourn.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOODING. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock and
50 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March
9, 1926, at 12 o'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS .
Exrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senalte March 8
(legistative day of March 6), 1926
UNITED STATES MARSHAL

Louis Buchwald to be United States marshal, northern dis-
triet of West Virginia.

SURVEYOR oF CUSTOMS
Edward E. Philbrook to be surveyor of customs at Port-
land, Me.
CorLEcTORS OF CUSTOMS

Charles Fowler to be collector of customs at Nogales, Ariz.
John C., McBride to be collector of customs at Juneau,
Alaska. f
Alexander L. McCaskill to be collector of customs at Wil-
mington, N. C.
NJBdion LaMoure, jr., to be collector of customs at Pembina,
. Dak.
WM;;Iard T. Hartson to be collector of customs at Seattle,
ash,
CoLLEcTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE
Jacob O. Bender to be collector of internal revenue for the
district of Louisiana.
PoSTMASTERS
ILLINOIS
Joseph J. Janda, Berwyn.
I0WA
William R. Prewitt, Forest City.
Raymond W. Rhoades, Glenwood.
Eva Keith, Goldfield.
Inga E. Cheely, Hornick.
Fred E. Bourgeois, Kalona.
William C, McCurdy, Massena.
Eugene E. Heldridge, Milford.
Frerich O. Christoffers, Palmer.
Otto J. Warneke, Readlyn.
Christa A. Hendrix, Silver City.
Ross G. Hauser, Union.,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxpay, March 8, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, feed us with the bread of
heaven that we may be faithful to duty, strong in our convie-
tions, responsive to all good, and sensitive to all wrong. When
we meditate upon Thy marvelous works and the provisions
Thou hast made for our preservation and redemption we are
moved to wonder. When we behold the Father's love in the
heart of our Savior we are stirred with the deepest emotions
of praise and gratitude. In all things may He be our true
example and may we love him in thought, word, and deed.
Our relationship to society and state calls for strength, pa-
tience, tenderness, and diserimination. Our work means the
bending of our whole soul to a serious undertaking. May we
do good and no harm and never grow weary. In the name of
Jesus. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, March 6, 1926,
was read and approved.
T LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr,
WarnwricHT, for to-day, on account of sickness.
POST OFFICE AT SEGUIN, TEX.

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
print in the Recorp a lefter addressed to the chairman of the
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